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Current Topics. 
The Viceroyalty of Lord Reading. 

We COMMENTED the other day on Lord Reaprina’s courage 
and vigour in accepting, on the verge of sixty, the burden of 
Indian Government, and we referred to the well-known story 
of MaNnsFievp’s refusal of the Premiership. Our attention has 
since been drawn to the fact that two not undistinguished 
statesmen of the Nineteenth Century made a “ Grand Refusal,” 
far greater than that of Mansrietp. Early in the sixties, when 
PALMERSTON was Premier, the Greeks got rid of an unconstitu- 
tional King, and were seeking a successor. The present King’s 
great-grandfather finally accepted the throne, but he was not 
the first or the greatesf of the men who might have had it 
GLADSTONE is believed to have been approached ; no doubt his 
fame as a commentator on Homer and his then recent occupancy 
of the office of High Commissioner to the Ionian Islands account 
for the offer. But GLapstonr was no longer young and naturally 
refused; indeed, in his case, the stage of a formal offer does not 
seem to have been reached. An actual offer, however, was in 
fact made to the then Lord Sran.ey, afterwards Lord Dersy, 
son of the famous Conservative Premier of that name and father 
of the present Earl. SraNLEY was a young man, a good classical 
scholar, a sound economist, and a rising statesman, but he 
declined the honour. Disrag.i, who urged him to accept, 
lamented his lack of imagination and romance. Had the offer 
been made to Disrakwi himself, we cannot doubt that he would 
have accepted. An interesting account of the whole affair will 
be found in Sir Wiiu1AM Fraser's instructive, but little-known 
book of Memoirs, called “ Disraeli and his Day "—-which, iter 
alia, contains delightful anecdotes of many almost forgotten 
celebrities of the Bar in Victorian days. 


Disraeli and the Bar. 

A propos of Disrak.t, it is interesting to note that both 
GLADSTONE and he once contemplated being called to the Bar. 
GLADSTONE entered Lincoln’s Inn on leaving Oxford, but after 
some years took his name off the books, without getting called : 
in those days commons and dues had to be paid annually, and 
could not, as now, be compounded for; so that few persons 
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remained students after having decided that they would abandon 
the intention of getting called DISRAELI, it would seem, did 
also enter at Lincoln’s Inn, but apparently his name has not been 
traced in the records of the Society 
He also read for a year or two, not with a barrister, but in the 
chambers of a solicitor in Lincoln’s Inn Fields. It may be doubted 
whether either GLADSTONE or Disraktt would have won at the 
For GLADSTONE cared 


as sometimes happens 


Bar the success they achieved in politics 
incessantly for the higher things in life: he would scarcely 
have contented himself with fighting the petty daily struggles 
of the Bar, which do not always make for visible righteousness. And 
Disrakut had a romanticism of temperament that solicitors 
would scarcely have appreciated—to say nothing of judges and 


common juries 


. 


The Report on Ministers’ Salaries. 

WE REFERRED recently (ante, p. 253) to the diatribe of a con- 
temporary against the remuneration of the Law Officers. The 
Select Committee on the Remuneration of Ministers, which 
reported in December, placed this remuneration on a_ special 
basis, and while it was recommended that the Premier should 
receive £8,000 and other Ministers of the first rank £5,000, the 
Law Officers, though their fixed salaries were each to be reduced by 
£2,000 to £5,000 and £4,000 respectively, yet they were to be still 
allowed fees for contentious business ; and according to a table of the 
total remuneration for the last ten years, which is appended to the 
teport, this would, in the case of the Attorney-General, leave a 
total sum ranging from about £11,000 to £17,500, and in the case 
of the Solicitor-General, from £7,000 to £17,000. The variation 
in the amount of the fees for contentious work is very considerable, 
especially in the case of the Solicitor-Generai. The Lord 
Chancellor has £10,000 a year, of which he is supposed to receive 
£5,000 as Lord Chancellor and £5,000 as Speaker of the House of 
Lords. According to the view expressed by Mr. Asquitn im his 
evidence, there is no justification for giving the Lord Chancellor 
twice as much as any of his Ministerial colleagues. This was 
said without regard to the proposed increase in the Prime Minister’s 
salary. But the Committee left the Lord Chancellor with a salary 
as Lord Chancellor, of £5,000, and said that his remuneration 
as Speaker of the House of Lords was outside the terms of the 
reference. So apparently the additional £5,000 would still be 
payable. 


The Law Officers’ Remuneration. 

Ir 1s NoW twenty-five years since the system under which the 
Law Officers also engaged in private practice was definitely 
abandoned, and it will be remembered that this led to Sir EDWARD 
CLARKE refusing to resume the office of Solicitor-General in 1895. 
Lord Atverstonr, then Sir Ricuarp Wepster, was at first 
equally opposed to the change, but he gave way. Each of these 
distinguished men has left his own story of the affair—Lord 
ALVERSTONE in Recollections of the Bench and Bar (pp. 157, et seq.), 
and Sir Epwarp Ciarke in The Story of My Life (pp. 315, et seq. ; 
and as to the actual working of the previous system during the 
six years he was Solicitor-General from 1886 to 1893, see pp. 259, 
et seq.) According to Sir Epwarp CLARKE private practice 
was never allowed to interfere with official work, and he restricted 
his private practice by requiring a minimum brief fee of 100 
guineas. Lord ALverstone had adopted a similar rule in 1883 
(“ Recollections,” p. 113). But he admitted that the work of 
the Law Officers was rapidly increasing, and when in 1895 he 
submitted to the prohibition of private practice, he was, appar- 
ently, only accepting the inevitable. Just before 1895 an attempt 
had been made to fix inclusive salaries for the Law Officers, and 
not to allow fees for contentious work in addition. Mr. Asqurrn, 
in his evidence before the Select Committee, says “ very distin- 
guished people jibbed very much at that, and it did not last long.” 
But this hardly recognizes the weight of the objections which 
Lord ALverstonE has placed on record in his “ Recollections,” 
not the least being that if no fee was marked on the Law Officer’s 
brief, nothing could be recovered on this head against an unsuccess- 
ful litigant. He adds, “ Should the idea of a fixed additional 





salary be again revived, I should like my reasons against j 
) re g 


adoption to be considered.” The details of the present system 
were laid down in a Treasury Minute of 5th July, 1895, which is 
printed in Appendix IIT to the present Report. 


Mixed Juries. 

Mvucn criricism of * mixed juries” has taken place in the 
course of the last few days, and one obvious weakness in present 
arrangements has been disclosed. This arises in cases where an 
element of indecency exists which affects the guilt or innocence of 
an accused person, or the status of a party in a civil action. In 
order to do justice it is necessary that the jury should consider 
most carefully the details of the indecency alleged in order 
that, by looking at the facts in all their aspects, they may arrive 
at a just conclusion as to what really happened. Here “ two 
heads are better than one,” and twelve still better than two. 
By careful consideration after full discussion with one another 
a jury often gets new and valuable light on a case—just as the 
House of Lords having the advantage of the discussions on 
an intricate point of law which has occupied the Courts below 
as well as those which take place at its own hearing, is in a 
better position than any inferior tribunal to view the case as 
a whole in due proportion. Such careful consideration and 
discussion, however, is obviously impossible with a mixed jury. 
Decent men cannot discuss indecencies in detail with decent 
women; at any rate, in the present state of social relations, they 
most certainly will not do so. What is more, counsel cannot 
comment properly on the details in such cases face to face with 
ladies on a jury; the most unashamed of men will hesitate to 
Nor can any ordinary judge sum up fully and thoroughly 
in such a case. Justice, accordingly, may easily fail to be done 
because of lack of due and full consideration. 


do so. 


Justice, Modesty, and Doctrinaire Equality. 

THis, WE THINK, is the right way to look at the matter. Is 
justice likely to be done in the circumstances named by a mixed 
jury? If not, then in all such cases the judge should exercise 
his statutory power of directing trial by men only, or by women 
only, as the case may be. Questions of relative modesty of 
the sexes, or of “equality before the law,” are really quite 
irrelevant and thoroughly doctrinaire. Mr. Bernarp S#aw 
professes to regard it as an insult to men that they should be 
supposed to know more about indelicate matters than women. 
Common sense makes it clear that they do; but whether or 
not common sense is right, the point is not that suggested by 
Mr. Suaw. Men may not know more about indecent conduct 
than women, but a jury consisting of men alone can combine 
in one collective whole the knowledge of each one of their number 
after full and frank discussion ; but where the jury consists of both 
sexes, it is futile to suppose that anything of the kind will take 
place. And some of us will, notwithstanding Mr. Suaw, consider 
it highly indecorous and undesirable that respectable and virtuous 
women should be exposed, against their wish, to the necessity 
of taking part in discussions which offend their inborn sense of 
modesty and delicacy. 


Trial by One’s Peers. 

ANOTHER REASON for having mixed juries is put forward 
by Mrs. Fawcett, the widow of the blind Postmaster-General 
and the veteran advocate of Women’s Suffrage, whose opinion 
is entitled to the respect due to one who was for long the leader 
on constitutional lines of a great advanced movement. In 
a letter to The Times (lst inst.) she wishes mixed juries in 
all cases, especially those affecting women and girls—and therefore 
in all indecent cases—in order to secure “ justice for the female 
sex.” We must deprecate this suggestion. Surely it is most 
undesirable to suggest to women.that they should regard them- 
selves as members of the jury specially placed there to secure 
the conviction of men, whether their fellow-men believe them 
innocent or guilty, for this is in substance—though not in words— 
the effect of Mrs. Fawcett’s suggestion. Surely the sooner 
both sexes regard it as their duty to forget their sex in a Court 
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of Law and do even justice, the better. Our own view, finally, 
js that on criminal charges everyone should have a right to 
trial by his or her “ peers.” This means, for present purposes, 
that a man should have the right to be tried by a jury of men, 
and a woman by a jury of women, if he or she so elects. And 
we are inclined to think that this arrangement might well be 
tried even without such election by the prisoner. 


The Agriculture Act and Compensation for Disturbance. 

From LETTERS which we print elsewhere it will be seen that 
the Agriculture Act, 1920, is beginning to raise practical 
difficulties, and we will attempt to deal with these specific points 
before commencing the detailed consideration of the Act. The 
first deals with the position of a tenant who, apart from the present 
Act, would be entitled to claim compensation for disturbance 
under the Acts of 1908 and 1914. Under s. 11 of the Act of 
1908 the tenant was entitled to compensation for unreasonable 
disturbance, but he had to give notice in writing of his intention 
to claim compensation within two months after receipt of the 
notice to quit. By the Act of 1914 the right to compensation 
was extended to the case of a tenant who received notice to 
quit preparatory to the sale or attempted sale of the holding. 
Then by the Agricultural Land Sales (Restriction of Notices 
to Quit) Act, 1919, it was provided that, if there was an actual 
sale, the notice to quit was void, but apparently the notice held 
good if there was no sale, and the tenant’s remedy was to claim 
compensation for disturbance, and this he might do under the 
Act of 1914 at any time not less than two months before the 
termination of the tenancy. In the case put by Messrs. Easton 
& Grecory, such a claim was made on 29th December in respect 
of a tenancy expiring at Lady-day next by notice given in March, 
1920. But on 23rd December the new Act was passed, and that 
repeals s. 1Mof the Act of 1908, and also the Act of 1914 and 
by s. 10 introduces a new right of compensation for disturbance, 
which, however, only applies where the notice to quit is given 
after 20th May, 1920. Our correspondents suggest that claims 
arising under the earlier statutes are gone. But the new Act 
by s. 36 (3) expressly saves the effect of s.37 of the Interpretation 
Act, 1889, which provides that the repeal of a statute shall not 
affect rights already acquired. This would clearly save the 
right of a tenant who under the above circumstances had given 
notice of claim before 23rd December last, and the question 
appears to be whether the giving of the notice was essential 
to the acquisition of the right to compensation, so that no right 
had been acquired on 23rd December, or whether it was merely 
a condition of the exercise of a right already acquired. We 
think that the latter is the true view, so that the tenant does not 
lose his right to compensation under the repealed statutes, but 
the point deserves consideration. 


The Agriculture Act andCompensation for |mprovements 
Our CORRESPONDENTS, Messrs. SLATER, HEELIS & Co., question 





the accuracy of the amendment made by the new Act in s. | (1) | 


of the Act of 1908. The effect is to introduce the words which we 
italicise in the following citation, but without ‘ |7/|”: 
“1. (1) Where the tenant of a holding has made thereon any improve 


ment comprised in the First Schedule to this Act, and [if] the tenancy 
was entered upon after the first day of January, 1921, whether th 


improvement was or was not an improvement u hich he was required to | 
make by the terms of his tenancy, he shall, subject as in this Act mentioned, 


be entitled, at the determination of a tenancy, on quitting his holding 
to obtain from the landlord as compensation under this Act such sum 
as fairly represents the value of the improvement to an incoming 
tenant.”’ 

Our correspondents suggest that “if” should have been 
inserted as indicated above. It may be noticed that as the Bill 
was sent to the House of Lords, the words “ and the tenancy was 
entered upon after the first day of January, 1921,” were not in 
the schedule of minor amendments to the Act of 1908. They 
were introduced in the House of Lords and accepted by the 
House of Commons without discussion at the end of the con 
tinuous sitting of 22nd and 23rd December (Hansard, p. 2252). 


We are not sure that, as suggested by our correspondents, the 
word “ if” is required 
the House of Lords in order to make the amended section apply 
only to future tenancies, leaving existing tenancies to be governed 
by the Act of 1908 in its unamended form, in accordance with the 
provision of the Interpretation Act, 1889, referred to above. 


Possibly the words were introduced by 


But the question depends to some extent on the reason for 
introducing the words ‘‘ whether the improvement was or was not,” 


etc., and as to this we are not at present clear. 


The Test of Domicile. 

THE WELL-KNOWN case of A. G. v. Winans (1904, A.C. 287) is 
recalled by the recent decision of the President in Re Walter 
WW tnans (Times, Lith December) The former case concerned 
the father of the deceased millionaire whose domicil had to be 
Although the father had resided 
60 years in England without once returning to his native land 
of America, had married here and owned property here, and had 
pure hased a ureat Highland deer-forest, yet the House of Lords 
held that he was still domiciled in America. A man is presumed 
to be domiciled in his domicile of origin until it is clearly proved 
that he has manifested an unmistakable intention to abandon 
So long 


considered in the second 


that domicile and permanently reside in a new domicile 
as an animus revertend? exists, although no overt acts to further 
it are proved, the presumption in favour of the domicile of origin 
still holds the field In that case, indeed, the elder WINANS was 
found to have manifested this animus revertendi in a very curious 
way. He suffered from seasickness and so refused to re-cross the 
Atlantic. But he dearly longed to do so Ie proposed doing 
so whenever science had cured the malady or else had constructed 
He spent 
money on experiments in the construction of cigar-shaped ships 
which he hoped would not roll, but they were a failure In our 
e, of course, he would have returned home in an airship, or a 


ships “ which did not roll prevention, not cure 


a 


seaplane, or a submarine ; but those modes of locomotion were 


not px rfected in L904 


English or Belgian Domicile 
IN THE CASE of the eccentric millionaire’s son, the question of 
domi ile has now also arisen, and the court has not yet decided 
it But a motion on behalf of a party in the Probate Division, 
praying for a declaration that Mr. Winan’s domicile was Belgian 
has so many reminiscences of the older case that we mention the 
salient points here without commenting on them. Mr. WINANS 
died in London on 12th August last: he had executed a will on 
16th July of the same vear For the last ten years he had been 
resident in Belgium, where he purchased a house. The interesting 
point about the case was that Mr. WINANS made two conflicting 
statements of the most solemn kind as to his domi ile The first 
of these occurred in his will, clause 14 of which stated : 
I hereby declare that my domicile is in the state of Maryland, United 
States of America [the home of his ancestors] and that my residence 
in England or elsewhere is merely temporary, and that I have no intention 
to make such residence permanent 
This seems clear enough. But in an affidavit dated two years 
ago he had made a quite contradictory statement. He then 
stated that he was a citizen of the United States of America 
but domiciled in Belgium. The document ran as follows 

More than ten years ago [ purchased a large freehold house No, 17 
Avenue de Tervueren, Brussels, for the purpose of making the same my 


permanent home I regularly resided there for a considerable 
part of every year, keeping there astaff of servants. Che said house at Spa 
was my headquarters. I was from about the year 1902 until the outbreak 
f the war the Master of the Hounds at Spa, in Belgium, and I regularly 
hunted such hounds I aleo maintained a large racing and breeding 
stad of considerable importar at Vienna until the war broke out. I 
have for many year ided only for about three or four months each year 
in England, coming over for the Horse Shows in the early summer. 
Il have for many vears rented big game shootings in Russia, Poland, 
Galicia, Austria, and elsewhere on the Continent, and I am still the lessee 
of a number of such shootings I repeat that IT am domiciled in 
Belgium, where is my permanent home, and not in the United Kingdom.” 


A very curious and interesting point of the case, in addition to 
those conflicting statements as to his own intent by the deceased, 


was the fact that, like his father, he had never returned to America, 
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80 that no claim of American domicile was ever arguable, whatever 
might be the merits of his claim to be an American citizen. In 
these circumstances, since the deceased had made conflicting 
statements as to his domicile, the court has obviously a difficult 
case before it. But the domicile of origin is clearly England, 
where WINANS was born and lived nearly all his life, and, of 
course, the presumption in its favour is very strong. Since there 
were three conflicting claims as to the domicile of Winans, 
English, American, and Belgian, each of which involved questions 
of great importance as to the incidence of death duties, the court 
felt it necessary to protect the estate pending the argument of 
those involved questions. Hence one of the parties was granted 
interim administration ad colligenda bona. 


The Amenities of Business Offices. 

WE WERE interested recently in the Estate Market 
Article of The Times (29th January) some remarks on the import 
ance of observing the amenities of life even in the matter of 
business premises. After speaking of the old mart in Tokenhouse 
Yard, of which the dust and grime, hard benches, and steep 
staircases ‘‘ were calculated to keep away all except those who 
were in grim earnest about buying,” the writer refers to the 
theory of modern business that the amenities should be studied, 
and everything made as pleasant and attractive as possible 


to see 


The brighter and more attractive that a real estate sale room is 
the better the prospect of business, and for that reason there is a growing 
tendency to provide private salerooms, in the equipment of which the 
proprietors can give free rein to their ideas of convenience and elegance.” 

It Is a good many vears now since very similar suggestions as 
to solicitors’ offices were made by Mr. Epwarp F. Turner in 
articles contributed to these pages which afterwards 
re-published in 1886 under the title of “‘ The Organization of a 
Solicitor’s Office.” And the plea for brightness and other matters 
that make for cheerfulness, health and comfort, was supported by 
him by reference to the effect of these things on the office staff, 
particularly on juniors whose working life was often spent amid 
undesirable surroundings. No doubt Mr. Turner's words were 
effectual, and since Tennyson wrote of “ the dusty purlicus of 
the law” there has been an effort to brighten up the lawyer's 
surroundings—an effort which the advent of the ladies should 
appreciably quicken. 


were 








The Proper Consideration for a Sale 
under the Settled Land Acts. 


In the recent case of Re Sutton’s Contract (ante, p 950: W.N, 
1V21, p. 8) it was held by Mr. Justice P. O. LAwrENcE that the 
tenant for life of a perpetual yearly rent-charge of £10,000 
charged on lands in London might well contract, in exercise of 
the power of sale given to him by the Settled Land Acts, to sell 
the rent-charge for the sum of £420,000 Consols. A vendor and 
purchaser summons had been taken out to determine this and 
and both sides were apparently eager that the 
sale should be sanctioned. Counsel for the purchaser submitted 
that a transfer of Consols was equivalent to a payment in cash; 
and counsel for the vendor said that the transfer would save the 
brokerage on a sale of Consols, and also the brokerage on a re- 
investment of the proceeds of sale The learned judge said that 
he had no hesitation in holding that the vendor might sell for the 
consideration mentioned in the contract, and that Consols were 


another question ; 


as good (is cash. 

It is respectfully submitted that this decision, and the reason 
given for it (as italicised above) are contrary to all previous 
authority, and cannot be supported. The gist of the relevant 
provisions of the Settled Land Act, 1882 (ss. 2 (9, 10 (i)), 3 (i), 
+ (i), 21, 22 (1, 2)), is that a tenant for life may sell the settled 
land (including incorporeal hereditaments) for the best price 
that can reasonably be obtained, which price is referred to as 
capital money arising under the Act, and is required to be paid 





to the trustees of the settlement or into court, and to be invested 
according to the direction of the tenant for life on some or one of 
the investments authorised by the Act. The Act does not, it is 
true, expressly and directly say that the tenant for life is bound 
to sell for money. But it is well established by judicial authority 
that m English law the primary meaning of the word “sale” is the 
conveyance of some article of property for money (WILLs, J.J.& 
P. Coats v. Inland Revenue Commissioners 1897, 1 Q.B. 778, 783); 
that a power to sell means, in the absence of any context, a power 
to sell for money, and that a person who exercises such a power 
is bound to sell for money (Stirtinc, J., Payne v. The Cork Co, 
LAd., 1900, 1 Ch. 308, 314). And * money ” means lawful money 
of the United Kingdom ; that of which the offer may constitute 
a legal tender (Co. Litt. 207a: Blumberg v. Life Interests, c&c., 
Corporation, 1897, 1 Ch. 171, 173; Johnston vy. Boyes, 1899, 
2 Ch. 73). 

It is also settled that the terms of a power of sale, whether 
conferred by the act of parties or by statute or otherwise by law, 
will be construed strictly, and that any attempted exercise cf the 
power, which is not in accordance with the authority actually 
conferred, is void. Thus a power to sell land cannot well be 
exercised by a conveyance in consideration of the grant of a 
perpetual rent-charge (Read v. Shaw, Sug. Pow. 953, 864, 8th ed.), 
unless the terms of the power are such that this method of 
disposition is either expressly allowed or impliedly contemplated 
(see Re Ware, 1892, 1 Ch. 344, 346, 347: Scarborough Corporation 
Vv. Cooper, 1910, 1 Ch. 68, 71: Re Jackson, 44 Sou. J. 573). Nor 
can a power to sell land be well exercised by a conveyance by 
way of partition or exchange (McQueen v. Farquhar, 11 Ves. 
167 ; Sug. Pow. 875, 8th ed.), or by a conveyance in consideration 
wholly or partly of the transfer of shares in a company (Re A.B, 
1899, W. N. 233). None of these authorities appears to have 
been cited to the Court in Re Sutton’s Contract. But it would 
certainly appear that, as Consols are really not a capital sum of 
stock, but perpetual annuities payable by the Government (Kirby 
v. Potter, 4 Ves. 748, 751; Wildman v. Wildman, 9 Ves. 174, 177; 
Rawlings v. Jennings, 13 Ves. 39, 45), and are not tangible 
property but are considered to be of the nature of choses in action 
(Dundas v. Dutens, 1 Ves. jun. 196, 198; R. v. Capper, 5 Price, 
217, 263, 264), and are decidedly not legal tender, they come within 
the rule established by the decisions cited, and cannot lawfully 
be accepted as the consideration for a conveyance purported to 
be made of land in exercise of the power of sale given by the 
Settled Land Acts. And if this be correct, the power of sale so 
given cannot be enlarged by an application to the Court, 
which has no jurisdiction to sanction a contract made otherwise 
than in conformity with the power (see Re Morrison, 1901, 1 Ch. 
70L: Re New, 1901, 2 Ch. 534,545; Re Tollemache, 1903, 1 Ch. 
157, 955). Ze 

But it may be asked, as the tenant for life may require the 
purchase money to be invested in Consols, cannot he sell at once for 
Consols and so save the brokerage on the investment? Indeed 
it seems strange that the case of Re Sutton’s Contract should not 
have been argued and decided on this footing ; for it appears that 
a tenant for life selling under the Settled Lands Acts may have 
some regard to his power of directing the investment of the pro- 
eeeds of sale; he may, at least, well contract to allow a proper 
proportion of the purchase money to remain on mortgage (see 
Bruce v. Ailesbury, 1892, A.C. 356, 357 ; Re Hotham, 1902, 2 Ch. 
575, 576). The answer is that if the sale and the investment of 
the purchase money were to be made and carried out at once and 
on the same day, there would be no objection to what would 
in effect be a sale for, say, £420,000 Consols. For if the market 
price of that amount of Consols, as ascertained on the day of 
sale, were a proper price to pay for the land sold, there could be 
no objection to the tenant for life selling for the sum in sterling, 
which constituted that price, requiring that sum to be invested 
in Consols and receiving at once and on the same day a transfer 
to the trustees of the settlement of the amount of Consols then 
purchasable with that sum. But the case is very different if, 
as usually happens and as appears to have oceurred in Re Sutton 
































to whi 
under 
was ni 
title w 
(see Os 
Estates 
tract hi 
vendor 
contrac 
argume 
cash, 1 
Estates) 
as bein 
the gr 
litigatic 




















THE | 
esting s 
countric 
Were sur 
the jur: 
Field a 
innocen 
might b 
Were inc 
on appe: 
that th 
Places a 


Can asse 
























ated 
ion 
Nor 
» by 
Ves. 
tion 
| .B., 
lave 
ould 
n of 
urby 
77.5 
rible 
tion 
rice, 
thin 
fully 
| to 

the 
e 80 
yurt, 
wise 
Ch. 
Ch. 


the 
» for 
leed 
not 
that 
lave 
pro- 
oper 
(see 
Ch. 
it of 
and 
ould 
rket 
y of 
1 be 
ling, 
sted 
isfer 
then 
t if, 


on’s 


[Vol. 65.] 287 





Feb 5, 1921 
——_=__— 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





Contract, the sale is made on one day, when the amount of Consols 
to be transferred as the consideration is fixed, and the contract 
js to be completed on a future day. In that case it is obvious that, 
as the market price of Consols is subject to fluctuation, it 
may suffer a heavy fall between the day of sale and the day fixed 
for completion. And it is submitted that it is just that element 
of uncertainty about the sterling value of the consideration on 
the day fixed for completion, which demonstrates that the transfer 
on a future day of an amount of Consols presently fixed is not 
a proper or a lawful consideration for the conveyance of land 
in exercise of a power of sale,whether conferred by the Settled Land 
Acts or by the act of parties. The transaction seems in fact to 
be as obnoxious to the rule of the law as a sale at a valuation, 
which cannot properly be made by a trustee selling in exercise 
of a trust for or power of sale (Peters v. Lewes and East Grinstead 
Railway Co., 16 Ch. D. 703, 713, 18 Ch. D. 429, 437; Re Wilton’s 
Settled Estates, 1907, 1 Ch. 50, 55); for the real price is not any 
sum of money ascertained on the day of sale, but is whatever 
shall on the day fixed for completion be the market value in pounds 
sterling of the amount of Consols specified. When the matter 
is looked at in this way, it seems clear (with great respect to the 
learned judge) that Consols are not as good as cash. Do old 
people, who have Consols, which they bought at 113, now find 
them so ? 

Another interesting point about the case of Re Sutton’s Contract 
is that the decision seems to have been given on a V. & P. Summons 
to which (so far as appears from the reports) the remaindermen 
under the settlement were not made parties. If so, the decision 
was not binding on them, and the purchaser only obtained a 
title which could, it is submitted, be upset at their instance 
(see Osborne to Rowlett, 13 Ch. D. 774, 781; Re Ailesbury Settled 
Estates, 62 L.J. Ch. 1012). If the purchaser in Re Sutton’s Con- 
tract had not been (as is stated) a willing purchaser and the 
vendor had been insisting on the specific performance of the 
contract, it is thought that, even if the judge had after adverse 
argument entertained the notion than Consols were as good as 
cash, the Court should (as happened in Re Ailesbury Settled 
Estates) have refused to oblige the purchaser to accept the title, 
as being too doubtful to force upon an unwilling purchaser, on 
the ground of “the reasonable decent probability’’ of future 
litigation at suit of the remainder-men. 

T. Cyprian WILLIAMS. 








Inconsistent and Alternative 
Convictions. 


THE RECENT cask of Rex v. Field and Gray led to a very inter- 
esting situation for which our law, unlike that of some other 
countries, makes no provision. The circumstances of the case 
were such that four possible solutions of the problem presented to 
the jury were consistent with the formal necessities of proof. 
Field and Gray might both be guilty: they might both be 
innocent : Field might be innocent and Gray guilty; or Gray 
might be innocent and Field guilty. Both prisoners, however, 
Were indicted together and both were convicted. It turned out 
on appeal that the real defence of the men was this: each alleged 
that the other was guilty. It is obvious that such a defence 
places at a disadvantage two men tried together, since neither 
can assert his own innocence and tell the true story in the witness 
box without accusing the other. Were each prisoner separate ly 
tried by a different jury at the same time, no such difficulty would 
arise. Each jury would judge the case before itself on its merits, 
not hampered—as was the Court of Criminal Appeal—by the 
tertainty that one of the two must be guilty and that both might be. 

Now this situation is one that has arisen in other systems of 
jurisprudence, notably that of France. Frenchmen are by ancient 
and world-wide repute more logical than Britons: this formerly 
Was a matter of pride to our somewhat Philistine ancestors, but 

these days is no longer regarded as a necessary proof of our 





moral and intellectual superiority. To-day, even education and 
logic are recognised as not without their uses in this mundane 
sphere of life. We are willing to consider the way in which other 
countries have attempted to solve the problems we likewise have 
to face. Hence a brief note of the French mode of tackling the 
question of “alternative” possibilities of guilt may be of 
interest at the present moment. 

The locus classicus on the point is the case of L’affaire 
Lesnier, Bordeaux, 1855, of which an English report is appended 
to the third volume of Sir James Fitzjames STEPHEn’s 
History of the English Criminal Law, p. 511. In July, 1848, 
Francois Lesnrer was convicted with extenuating circumstances, 
at Bordeaux, of the murder of CLaupg Gary and of arson in his 
house. On the 16th March, 1855—seven years later—Prerre 
LESPAGNE was convicted at Bordeaux of the same murder. Two 
witnesses in the former trial, now seven years past, Daignaup 
and Mme. LespaGNe, were indicted on a charge of having given 
false evidence against Lesnrer, and both of them were convicted. 
Now, the story told at the second trial, it so happened, was one 
which did not represent the parties in the two trials as necessarily 
accomplices : the guilt might be alternative. It follows that the 
convictions were what the French Code d’Instruction Criminelle 
classifies as ‘* Inconsistent Convictions ”: in such a case it directs 
a re-trial of both parties. 

The Court of Cassation, accordingly, being satisfied that the 
conviction of 1848 and the later joint-convictions of 1855 were 
‘ contradictory alternatives,’ quashed both. The result was not 
the liberation of the prisoners in both cases, but an order for the 
re-trial of each of the prisoners on the acts of accusation already 
found against them. Such an order is not open to the English 
Court of Criminal Appeal. That Court has no jurisdiction to 
order a retrial: it must either affirm or quash convictions, 
Where a fundamental irregularity has taken place, amounting to a 
complete non-trial so that the prisoner was never in peril, the 
Court can order a new trial in a writ of Venire de Novo, but this is 
not technically a re-trial. It is really the first trial, since the 
original one is ex hypothesi a nullity altogether. Again, it 
sometimes happens that there are alternative indictments against a 
prisoner only one of which has been proceeded with: in such a 
case, the Court can quash the conviction on that indictment, and 
direct that the untried alternative indictment is to go to trial. 
That, however, is only occasionally possible and is open to objec- 
tion as rather an evasion of the statutory bar on the grant of a new 
trial. 

It cannot be doubted that, if the English Court of Criminal 
Appeal had possessed the power of ordering a new trial, Field and 
Gray's Case would have been one in which this power could and 
ought to have been exercised. As no such power e ‘xists, however, 
the Court of Criminal Appeal was faced in practice with the 
alternative of either releasing two men, one of whom must be 
guilty, or else convicting and hanging both. It could hardly, 
not having heard all the witnesses in the case, presume to decide 
between the probability of their conflicting stories and take the 
responsibility of convicting one and acquitting the other. In 
the circumstances, it was practically bound to affirm both con- 
victions. But one cannot help feeling that the French procedure, 
which would have ordered a re-trial of each prisoner, separately 
and simultaneously, would here have been the more satisfactory 
solution. 

To return to the case of L’affaire Lesnier, the result of the 
order of the Court of Cassation was that both Lesnier and 
LESPAGNE were retried at Toulouse, when LesnreR was acquitted 
and LesPaGNe sent to the galleys for life. As usually happens 
in such cases, at the third trial a number of facts to which no 
one had previously attached any signficance were unearthed 
and brought forward, with the result that no doubt of Lesnier’s 
innocence and LespaGne’s guilt remained. Indeed the latter 
confessed to the Juge d'Instruction, but as the confession was 
made after prolonged pressure in the manner familiar to all 
who read the reports of French criminal proceedings, Sir JAMES 
SrepHen is inclined to disregard it as worthless. But he gently 
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points out one interesting feature of the case, namely, the fact 
that people who forgot facts favourable to Lesnrer when he 
alone was suspected, suddenly remembered them and gave 
them in evidence after a conclusive case against LEsPAGNE 
had been made. - The case, indeed, illustrates a danger rather 
overlooked in England. The moment A is definitely suspected 
of a crime, and put upon his trial, everybody begins to look for 
proof of A’s guilt, and quite forgets to follows up clues which may 
suggest that B or C or D may be guilty. The police, having 
convinced themselves that A is the man, would be more than 
human if their minds did not unconsciously and unintentionally 
ignore and overlook little significant bits of evidence tending 
to implicate someone else, and therefore to absolve A. The 
case against the “ bird-in-the-hand” is pursued+with zest 
and all facts assisting it tend to get more than due weight attached 
to them. The case against possible ** birds-in-the-bush ” is 
ignored, and facts affecting them are quietly allowed to escape 
notice and investigation. Even with the best and most fair- 
minded of police, and the character of our English police 
deservedly ranks high for fairness to the accused, there is here 
a real danger. 

The facts in the cases of Lesnrer and LEsPAGNE are too long 
for any summary to be given here. We must refer interested 
readers to Sir James SrerHen’s account and his useful com- 
mentary on the procedure. The point we wish to make is to 
draw attention once more to some of the embarrassments arising 
in England through the incapacity of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
to order a new trial on the appeal of a convicted person. It 
is not desirable to allow such an order in every case ; the prisoner 
has often spent all his means at the first trial, and a re-trial 
puts him at a grave disadvantage. But we cannot help feeling 
that where prisoners, jointly indicted, have been convicted 
and afterwards a primd facie case arises which points to the 
guilt of one only, the Court should then have the power, in 
@ proper case, of directing re-trials of each prisoner separately, 
even in circumstances where normally new evidence would not 
justify the quashing of a conviction 





The Constitution of the United 
States. 


In the Rhodes Lecture delivered by Mr. Davis, the American Ambassador, 
at University College, London, on 17th January, the lecturer spoke of the 
immense debt which the American Constitution owes to English law. 
Probably this seemed to many who were present merely the polite 
compliment of a guest. For the common theory of our jurists, until 
very recently, was that the American Constitution owed its origin to the 
prevalence of French ideas in the thirteen revolting colonies ; Alexander 
Jefferson, who drafted the “ Declaration of Independence ’’ was a devoted 
follower of Rousseau and the great French political philosophers who 
flourished in the eighteenth century. But Mr. Davis was probably saying 
exactly what he believed to be true. For recent research in America has 
changed its traditional view on this point. It is now generally agreed 
that Alexander Hamilton and Patrick Henry were the real authors of the 
Constitution, and that they took their ideas from England, not France. 

Not so long ago, Sir Henry Maine actually declared, in his treatise on 
“ Popular Government,” that the Constitution of the United States owed 
to French influences its statement that “all men are born free and equal.”’ 
This statement has often been quoted in England. The curious thing is 
that the American Constitution never uses any such word, In its preamble, 
indeed, it states that all men are created equal ; but this is a very different 
statement indeed. For it says nothing about “ birth" and nothing about 
“freedom.” Seeing that the Constitution expressly recognised the existence 
of slaves and made provision for them in forming the basis of taxation, 
it could hardly have contained a phrase so much at variance with the facts. 

In fact, it is now generally agreed in the United States that Hamilton, 
Washington's first Secretary of State and admittedly the author of the 
Constitution, was intensely English in all his traditions and ideas. He was 
in principle a monarchist, and wished Washington to accept the offer of 
hereditary throne ; but the great Virginian would have none of it. Hamilton 
was also an aristocrat and steadily opposed the creation of a popular franchise 
in America. So long as he lived, each of the states retained its original 
colonial franchise. None but that of Rhode Island was democratic. In 
the others the franchise was substantially in the hands of the freeholders, 
& numerous class, but never more than half of the free population. Hamilton 





regarded with dread the prospect of democracy and endeavoured to proceed 
against it so far as possible by inserting rigid and unalterable articles in 
the Constitution to safeguard the rights of property and the independence 
of the judiciary. 

It is also generally agreed that Hamilton personally wished to set up 
an oligarehichal Congress in place of the thirteen semi-democratic State 
Legislatures. He wished the Congress to be elected on a restricted franchise, 
possibly that of the graduates of the six old universities, Yale, Harvard, 
Princeton, Columbia, William and Mary, and Pennsylvania. But thi 
all conjecture, for his conservatism failed. The thirteen states w 
surrender their independence. They insisted on retaining each 
rights of sovereignty, except as regards the few matters reserved to C 
But here the States Rights party, who opposed Hamilton, under the able 
leadership of the Republican Jefferson, did not base their case on anything 
French. They based it on the Common Law of England, on Magna Carta, 
on the Petition of Rights and the Grand Remonstrance. And they succeeded 
in inserting in the Constitution provision after provision to protect popular 
rights in words which read aimost as if taken from those great Whig 
constitutional land marks. Thus, “ billeting in times of peace” and 

requisitioning without payment’ are expressly forbidden. 

A second scheme of Hamilton’s was to strengthen the head of the 
He wished a monarch, but had to content himself with a mere 
president. But he made the President independentof the Legislature, and 
granted him enormous powers. How great these were is to be gathered 
to-day from the fact that President Woodrow Wilson has been able suc. 
cessfully to prevent the United States from concluding peace with Germany, 
since he will not sign any peace except one containing the Covenant, which 
the Senate have rejected. Here again, it was the gigantic powers and 
influence exerted by George III which Hamilton admired and attempted 
to confer on the chief ruler of the new republic. 

The independence of the Supreme Court is also Hamilton's idea, and 
was based on the position unsuccessfully claimed for the King’s Bench 
Court by Sir Edward Coke. Coke had claimed that the judges could 
declare invalid any statute which violated the ‘‘ fundamental laws of the 
realm.” Of course, his view has not prevailed in England. But it was 
still an open question in the year 1776, and Hamilton—a lawyer trained 
in the traditions of the Common Law—took the conservative view of the 
limits to parliamentary powers. He succeeded in getting his view of the 
English Constitution, which failed to prevail in England, embodied as an 
article of the American Constitution. 

These few exampies, then, will show that the American Ambassador 
was quite right when he emphasized the debt of the United States Cop- 
stitution to the Common Law of England. All the men who drafted or 
discussed that Constitution were, in fact, lawyers who revered the laws 
of England. Coke, Magna Carta, Selden—these are the authorities whom 
they constantly quote in argument and pamphlet. Coke, in particular, 
was their darling hero. His ideas they tried to make part of the fundamental 
law of America. In fact, Coke may be regarded as the real father of the 
American Constitution, not less justly than he is regarded as the father of 
our English Common Law. 
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Res Judicate. 


Corroboration in Bastardy Cases. 


The Court of Appeal has reversed by a majority, the somewhat strange 
decision of the Divisional Court, in Thomas v. Jones (1921, 1 K.B. 22). 
In this case a farmer was charged on complaint preferred before justices 
by his housekeeper, with being the father of her bastard child. The only 
evidence against him, in corroboration of the woman’s own statement, 
was the following: (1) on the morning of the birth, the farmer, who had 
no other servant, lit a firein the woman's room, and took her tea and brandy; 
(2) he sent for the doctor; (3) he allowed her and the child to remain in 
the house for five weeks and two days. It is difficult to see how those facts 
are an admission of guilt on his part; they seem mere acts of ordinary 
humanity ; indeed if he had not acted in some such way, he would doubtless 
have been called an inhuman brute by the justices who considered these 
facts evidence of his guilt. The only remaining fact set up against him 
was that he sent no reply to a letter accusing him of being the father, 
and demanding payment for its maintenance. But such refusal to reply, 
to a letter making an accusation has long been held, as a matter of pure law, 
to be the prudent conduct of a man against whom a charge has been made ; 
he acts discreetly in declining to enter into an inveigling correspondence ; 
per Lord Esher, M.R. in the leading case of Wiedemann v. Walpole (1891, 
2 Q.B. 534). Nevertheless, the justices held that there was sufficient 
corroboration to justify an order against the farmer under s. 9 of the Bastardy 
Laws Amendment Act, 1872, and the Divisional Court upheld this view but by 
| a majority only. The plain answer seems to be that conduct which is 
more natural than otherwise on the part of a man, at once humane and 
| prudent, cannot possibly amount to an admission of guilt ; and the essence 
of corroborating evidence in all such cases, is that it must either relateto 
the conduct alleged or else to some admission of it by the defendant. This 
view was taken by the Court of Appeal. Any other view puts a prem’um 
on inhumanity. 
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Company’s Liability on Bills of Exchange. 


It is well-known that a company is only liable on a bill of exchange, when, 
either the company is a trading company and the billis drawn by some agent 
of the company who would normally be the proper person to draw or accept 
bills on its behalf, or in the alternative when the bill is signed on behalf of 
the company by “‘a person acting under its authority,” within the meaning 
of s. 77 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. But in interpreting 
this principle, differences sometimes arise. Take the case where the Articles 
of Association empower the directors to authorise one of their number 
to draw or accept bills of exchange on behalf of the Company. 
that the managing director, without having in fact been so authorised, 
draws a bill on behalf of the company. The company are sued and plead 
“ulira vires.” Clearly the company is not liable on the ground of having 
in fact authorised the drawing of the bill, for the mode of authorisation 
provided in its Articles has not been adopted. But there is a possible 
alternative ground of liability, namely, estoppel. The director might 
under the Articles have received authority from his co-directors, and it is in 
practice not possible for strangers to ascertain whether he has been so 
authorised in the specific case. A holder in due course, then, having no 
notice of the lack of authority, may be entitled to assume the existence 
of such authority. This view was rejected twelve years ago in Premier 
Industrial Bank Carlton Manufacturing Co. (1909, 1 K.B. 106); but 
much water has flowed under the judicial bridge since the year in which 
that case was decided. Now, in Dey v. Pullinger Engineering Co. (1921, 
1 K.B. 77), Bray, J., has declined to follow that case and has held the 
company liable on the ground of estoppel as suggested above. The case 
is so important in principle that presumably the opinion of a higher court 
will be taken in due course. 


Suppose 


Non-disclosure in a Marine Insurance Policy. 


Needless to say, contracts of insurance are contracts “ uberrimae fidei 
so that non-disclosure of any material fact gives the aggrieved party a 
right to rescind. What amounts to “non-disclosure,” however, is not 
always clear. Therefore a case authoritatively deciding that a certain not 
infrequent state of facts does amount to non-disclosure is always important : 
such a case is London General Insurance Co. vy General Marine Underwriters 
Association (1921, 1 K.B. 104), where the Court of Appeal affirmed a much 
discussed decision of Mr. Justice Bartnacne. On 25th September, 1918, 
the plaintiffs effected with the defendants a policy of re-insurance upon the 
cargo of the ship Vigo, “lost or not lost,’’ which the defendants had pre 
viously insured ; as a matter of fact the cargo had already been destroye “d by 
fire, and this fact had been posted at Lloyd's in the casualty list, on 24th 
September, the evening before the re-insurance. But both parties had 
overlooked the fact. The defendants now repudiated the policy on the 
ground of non-disclosure of the loss, whereas the plaintiffs relied on two 
facts: (1) their own bona fides—which was not disputed—and (2) the 
fact that the defendants had equal opportunities with themselves of knowing 
of the loss. The Court, however, held that the parties were not “ in pari 
delicto,” in respect of their ignorance: the insurers ought to have noticed 
a loss on the casualty list relating to one of their policies, whereas the re- 
insurers, on being offered a contract, could not be expected to remember 
that a loss, in which they had not at the time it appeared any interest, 
had been noted on the casualty list. So the policy was avoided on the 
ground of non-disclosure, a decision which seems at once sound law and 
strict justice. 


Right of Rejection of Goods Sold. 


An interesting point arising under s. 30 of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
came before Mr. Justice Rowiatt in Moore & Co. v. Landauer & Co. (1921, 
1K.B.73). That section deals with three cases which affect the purchaser's 
right to reject goods as not in conformity with the contract. 8-s. (1) enacts 
that, when the seller delivers to the buyer a quantity of goods less than he 
contracted to sell, the buyer may reject them. S-s. (2) relates to quality 
8-s. (3) provides that where the seller delivers to the buyer the goods h« 
contracted to sell mixed with goods of a different description not included 
in the contract, the buyer may accept the goods which are in accordance 
with the contract and reject the rest, or he may at his election reject the 
whole. Does “ mixed with” refer to a physical commingling of the goods 
80 mixed, or does it merely mean “‘ accompanied by’? This was the point 
which arose in the case quoted. Here there was a contract for the sale of 
eanned fruits. The buyers stipulated that they should be packed in cases 
of thirty tins each, —— to be per dozen tins. The sellers tendered the 
whole quantity ordered, but only half in cases of thirty tins, the other half 
being in cases of twenty- four tins. The market value, it was found as a fact 
by the umpire, was not affected by this mode of packing. The buyers, 
however, elected to reject the whole consignment in pursuance of their 
statutory right so to do under s. 30 (3), if the goods are “‘ mixed with 
others not in conformity with the contract. Mr. Justice Rowxatt held that 
the “ accompaniment ”’ of thirty tin cases by twenty-four tin cases amounted 
to a statutory “ mixing ” of the two kinds of tins, and entitled the buyer 
to reject the lot. 











) ° 
Reviews. 
Excess Profits Duty. 

Tue Excrss Prorrtrs Drty, THE EXCESS MINERAL RIGHTS DUTY, 
AND THE CORPORATION PROFITS TAX. By A.N, Langdon, K.C, 
Fourth edition. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 

Excess Prorits Duty axp Corporation Prortrs Tax. By J. Gault, 
Barrister-at-Law (late. Professor of Commercial Law, King’s College, 
University of London). Effingham Wilson; Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 16a, 
net. 

Many will hope that the writers of these books are singing—if on such a 
subject they can be said to sing at all—the Swan-song of E.P.D. We notice 
that a friendly rivalry is proceeding in the daily press as to the prior claims of 
E.P.D. and Income Tax to fiscal relief. We also notice in the Report of the 
Select Committee on Ministerial Salaries to which we refer elsewhere in 
another connection, that Mr. Asquith told the Committee ;: ‘* The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is not a heavily worked official, as I know very well, 
having been Chancellor of the Exchequer myself, and having seen a great 
many Chancellors at work. As compared with any of the Secretaryships 
of State it is a very lightly worked office. It is a very important and 
responsible one, but the departmental duties of the Treasury, as far as the 


| Chancellor of the Exchequer is concerned, in normal times are not com- 


parable with those of the head of one of the Secretaryships of State.” Well, 
that is in nermal times. Perhaps Mr. Austen Chamberlain would say 
there is all the difference in the world between budgeting for 300 and 1,000 
millions, and we may express the hope that just now he is kept as busy as 
any Secretary of State in considering how to reduce the Income Tax—that 
first, please—and abolish E.P.D. However, in any case E.P.D. will leave 
its effect behind it for a long time, and for those who have to prepare returns 
and make claims against or for the Revenue, it will be necessary to have 
easy reference provided to the series of provisions in recent Finance Acts 
by which the duty is imposed, and the regulations applicable to it. 

These are set out very clearly in Mr. Langdon'’s book, which has now 

wched a fourth edition, and their general effect is stated in the introduction, 
The notes to the statutes also include references to the casea decided on 
them. including Patent Castings Syndicate v. Etherington (1919, 2 Ch. 
254,C.A.), which cleared up ie do ubt as to the relative position of E.P.D, 
and income tax as regards profits which had been raised by conflicting 
decisions in the Chancery Division. We do not find that Mr. Langdon 
gives a table of statutes and rules, an omission which is a little inconvenient 
in using the book. 

Mr. Gault’s book also carefully brings the relevant decisions up to date ; 
these are summarized in Appendix A, including some unreported cases, 
ind he supplies the table to which we have just referred; and in it 
tabulates also the various sections and regulations with their subject matter, 
so that it is easy to turn at once in the text to the particular provision 
which may be required. A good many example of the working of the 
duty are given, and the book will be found to be a useful text-book on the 
subject. It also gives the provisions relating to the Munitions Exchequer 
Payments which were ultimately merged in E.P.D 


The Law of Contract. 
Se.ectrep Cases illustrating fhe Law of Contracts ty Anturr C, Capory, 
Barrister-at-Law, and Francis M. Capory, Solicitor. Second Edition. 
Stevens & Sons, Limited. 25s. 


This second edition of an admirable text-book is improved chiefly by the 
addition of cases which have been decided since the first edition appeared 
in 1911. The work has many and great maits. It escapes the defect which 
renders Smith’s Leading Cases rather unsuitable for the modern practical 
student, namely, the selection of a very archaic case to be printed in full, 
with mere notes on later decisions ; the present work prints, on each point, 
a large selection of reported decisions, including the latest ones, but omits 
from the report all superflous and antiquated matter. It also escapes from 
the Charybdis which corresponds to the Scylla of Smith's Leading Cases, 
namely, the tendency to give a mere head-note in place of a report, which 
one finds, for example, in Shirley's Leading Cases. In fact, the authors give 
the student just the kind and quantity of original matter he requires, and do 
not confuse him with unduly lengthy notes by way of commentary. The 
book, in this respect, follows the plan of three valuable recent case- books, 
namely, Cockle’s Cases on Evidence, Kenny's Cases on the Criminal Law, 
and Radcliffe and Miles’ Cases on the Law of Torts. Just one improvement 
may be suggested ; a full analytical summary of the work in the guise of a 
Table of Contents, such as appears in the excellent work of the late Mr. Cockle 
just quoted, would be extremely useful to the student. Otherwise, it 
altogether admirable. 





300ks of the Week. 


County Court Practice.—The Annual County Courts Practice 1921. 
Fortieth edition, 2 vols Fdited by His Honour Judge Ruegg, K.C. 
With special chapters on Employers’ Liability and Workmen's Com- 
pensation by Gripert Stone, B.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. On Coste 
and Court Fees by W. H. Wurretock, B.A., and Arruur L. Lowe, M.A., 
Registrars of the Birmingham County Court, and on Admiralty and 
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Merchant Shipping, by H. H. Sanpersow, Solicitor. Vol. 1. Supple- 
mental volume containing Special Jurisdiction under Special Statutes. 
Merchant Shipping. Edited by H. H. Sanperson, Solicitor, Fortieth 
edition, 1921. Sweet & Maxwell Ltd. Stevens & Sons Ltd. 50s. net. 

Receivers.—The Law and Practice as to Receivers appointed by the 
High Court of Justice or Out of Court, with a chapter on sequestration. 
By the late Wruntam Wriiutamson Kerr, M.A., Barrister-at-law. Seventh 
edition. By F. C. Warmovon, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
Ltd, 21s. net. 

Landlord and Tenant.—Outline of the Law of Landlord and Tenant. 
Six Lectures delivered at the request of the Council of Legal Education. 
By Epwarp Fox, Barrister-at-Law. Third edition. The Law Times 
(flice. 10a, 6d. net. 

Church Law.—The Book of Church Law. Being an exposition of the 
Legal Rights and Duties of the Parochial Clergy and Laity of the Church 
of England. By the Rev. Jouw Henry Brunt, D.D., with a, preface by 
The Right Honourable Lornp Putiumore, D.C.L., LL.D., formerly Lord 
tevised by G. Epwarpes Jones, Barrister-at-Law. 


Justice of Appeal. 
Corrections after the Seventh edition by G. EpwarpgEs 


Eleventh edition. 
Joxes. Longmans, Green & Co. 

Insurance.—The Law of Insurance; Fire, Life, Accident, and 
Guarantee, embodying cases in the English, Scotch, Irish, American, 
Australian and Canadian Courts. By James Bioas Porter, Barrister-at- 
Law, assisted by Wiit1aM Ferpen Crates, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sixth 
edition. By Guteert Stone, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell Ltd. 
$2s. Gd. net. 

Church Law.—A Practical Treatise on the Law relating to the Church 
and Clergy By Henry WiciiaM Crirrs,M.A.,Q.C. The seventh edition, 
incorporating the Cases and Statutes of the last thirty-four years. By 
Avuprey Trevor Lawrence, Bartister-at-Law, assisted by The Hon. R. 
Srarrorp Crprs, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. 55s. net. 

Solicitors.—How to Become a Solicitor. By Gisson & WeLDon, 
Law Tutors. The Law Notes Publishing Offices. 4s. 6d. net. 

Patent Law.—-Post War Patent Practice.—Notes on Enemy-owned 
British Patents, Prolongation of Patents, Inventors, and the Crown. By 
rR. Morrrz, Barrister-at-Law, and Witt1am Herewarp, M.A., LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell Ltd. 7s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


The Agricultural Act, 1920. 
COMPENSATION FOR DISTURBANCE UNDER EXISTING 
NOTICE TO QUIT. 

[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Dear Sir,— We notice that you intend in next week's Jounnau to deal with 
the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1920. 

We should be glad if you could deal with the following point which we 
have in our office for congideration : 

Notice to quit was given to a tenant in March 1920 expiring 25th 
March 1921; the premises were subsequently offered for sale by auction 
but not sold. The tenant, no doubt relying upon the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1914, 0n the 29th December last gave notice of intention to claim for 
unreasonable disturbance. The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1914, has, 
however, been entirely repealed by the Agricultural Act, 1920. What is the 
tenant's position ? It seems to us he would have difficulty in making a 
claim under an Act which has been repealed, and the circumstances do not 
bring him within the provisions of the Agricultural Act, 1920. 

Easton & Greaory. 

Leominster, 

3ist January 1921. 





The Agriculture Act, 1920. 
COMPENSATION FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Dear Sir.—We see that you propose to have a series of articles on this 
Act, and we should be much obliged if you would be good enough to deal 
therein, or elsewhere, with the following difficulty that presents itself to us. 

Section 29 provides that the “ minor ” amendments mentioned in the first 
s*hedule shall be made in the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1908. The first 
of these amendments is that in Section | (1) of the Act of 1908 there shall 
be inserted after the word “‘ Act’ where that word first occurs, the words 
“and the tenancy was entered upon after the first day of January, 1921, 
whether the improvement was or was not an improvement which he was 
required to make by the terms of his tenancy,” and it appears to us that 
the insertion of these words will preclude an agricultural tenant from 
claiming compensation for improvements under Section | of the Act of 
1908, unless he can show two things : (1) that he has made an improvement 
of the requisite kind, and (2) that his tenancy commenced after the Ist 
January, 1921, This cannot be the intention of Parliament, but the 





conclusion appears to us to be irresistible. We can only imagine that 
by a printer's error the word “ if” has been omitted. If so, the inserted 
words would run “and if the tenancy was entered upon,” etc. This 
emendation would at least make sense, although the draftsmanship might 
remain open to criticism. 


Stater, Heewis & Co 
71, Princess-street, Manchester, Ist February. 
[See under “Current Topics.”—Fp. S.J. }. 


Solicitors’ War Memorial. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Dear Sir,—The Lord Chancellor, The Right Hon. Lord Birkenhead, has 
very kindly consented to unveil on the 4th March a visible Memorial to 
the solicitors and articled clerks who fell'in the war. 

The space in the Society's Hall is limited and will not allow of an 
attendance exceeding 600. 

After much thought the Trustees have decided that the relatives of 
those who have died are entitled to first consideration. 

The addresses of the relatives are known to the Trustees only in less 
than half of the cases, and the object of this letter is, through your courtesy, 
to invite the relatives of all solicitors and articled clerks who feli in the 
war to communicate at once with the Clerk to the War Memorial Trustees, 
the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery Lane, London, W.C.2. 

Having regard to the probable number of applications from relatives, 
it has been decided that only the nearest can hope to be invited, and it 
is possible that even a ballot may have to be taken. 

The 15th February has been fixed as the date when the names of those 
who can be asked to attend the ceremony will be finally determined, and 
relatives who desire that their names should then be considered are requested 
at once to write to the Clerk to the Trustees as above and obtain from 
him the necessary form of application. 

The Trustees much regret that possibly some relatives cannot, and that 
certainly neither the subscribers to the Fund nor the profession generally 
can be invited, but arrangements will be made for the Society's Hall to 
be open to visitors for the purpose of inspecting the Memorial between 
the hours of 3 and 5 on each week-day, except Saturday, for a period of 
three weeks after the 4th March next. 

R. A. Prxsent, 
Chairman of the Memorial Trustees. 
Law Society's Hall, 
Chancery Lane, 
3ist January, 1921. 








An Epitome of Recent Decisions 
on the Workmen’s Compensation 


Act, 1906, 
By H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law. 
(( ‘ases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. 63, p. 154.) 


(2) DECISIONS ON DELAY IN GIVING NOTICE OR 
MAKING CLAIM. 


Abel v. Estler Brothers (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, M.R., Warrington 


4 


and Duke, L.JJ., 15th May, 1919). 


Facts.—A woman working in a factory injured her fingers in a machine, 
and claimed compensation through a solicitor under the Employer's 
Liability Act or at common law. The employers refused to admit such 
liability, but offered to pay compensation under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, which offer was not accepted. More than six months 
after the accident the woman made a claim for compensation under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. The county court judge dismissed it. 


Decision.—The judge was right. There was no reasonable cause for 
the delay of over six months, and proceedings could not be maintained. 
(Case reported 121 L.T. 299; 12 B.W.C.C. 184; 1919, W.C. & Ins. Rep. 156.) 


Hillman v. London, Brighton & South Coast Railway (C.A.: 
Warrington and Atkin, L.JJ., and Eve, J., 29th October, 
1919). 

Facts.—A dock labourer sustained a rupture by accident arising out 
of and in the course of his employment. He reported the matter, was 
given first aid, and after being fitted with a truss returned to lighter work 
in charge of a gang of men, at the same rate of wages. He was unable 
to do any hard work, and had to sit down and rest, but acting on the 
advice of his trade union he refused to make a claim, and he made no 
claim until he was discharged more than two years after the accident. 
The county court judge held there was no reasonable cause for the delay 
and dismissed the claim. 
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Decision.—The judge was wrong. The man’s disability was known to 
the company, his employers, who by retaining him in their service at full 
wages, recognised his right to compensation, should he thereafter seek to 
assert it. On the facts there was reasonable cause for not making a claim 
earlier. Reasonable cause is a question of fact, not law. (Case reported 
64 Sox. J., 82; 1920, 1 K.B. 284; 89 L.J., K.B. 334; 122 L.T. 214). 


Leslie v. Robson (C.A.: Lord Sterndale, M.R., Atkin, L.J., and 
Younger, L.J., 10th June, 1920). 


Facts.—A woman employed as manageress of an inn injured her wrist 
by accident, and continued at work on full wages for a time, but left 
the employment shortly before the expiration of six months from the 
accident without having given any statutory notice or made any claim 
for compensation. Three months later she commenced proceedings. The 
county court judge held on the evidence that the fact and consequence 
of the accident were well known to the respondent, but that neither party 
had the question of compensation in mind at all, and the applicant appeared 
to be unaware of her rights for nine months. Therefore he held that no 
reasonable ground had been shown for not making the claim within six 
months. 

Decision.—The judge was right. The applicant did not appear ever 
to have been directly asked why she did not make the claim within six 
months, but there was evidence upon which he could find as he did. 
Ignorance of rights is not reasonable cause. (Case reported 1920, W.( 
and Ins. Rep. 146; 13 B.W.C.C. 150.) 


Howarth v. Clifton and Kersley Coal Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 
Sterndale, M.R., Atkin and Younger, L.JJ., 14th June, 1920). 


Facts.—A miner who was blind in one eye met with injury by accident 
in the other. It was apparently trivial at first, but became more serious 
afterwards owing to blood poisoning. No notice was given by the workman, 
but a fellow workman informed the proper official of the reason for the 
workman’s absence from work, but the official did not report the matter 
to his superiors. The county court judge found on the evidence that the 
employers were not prejudiced by want of notice for over three months. 

Decision.—The judge was right. There was evidence on which he could 
find no prejudice. So long as notice is given by someone to a person 
authorised to receive it, it does not matter who gives it, or whether it is 
duly passed on or not. Prejudice is independent of notice, and it may be 
completely absent, though the empleyers receive no notice at all before 
the claim is made. (From note taken in Court. Case reported 64 Sou. J. 
635; 13 B.W.C.C. 179; 1920, W.C. & Ins. Rep. 169.) 


Abbey v. James Nichols & Sons (Limited) (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, 
M.R., Scrutton, L.J., and Eve, J., 28th January, 1919). 


Facts.—A girl who was injured by accident when earning 10s. 3d. a 
week, was paid compensation for some time at 10s. a week, and then 
returned to work at 10s. a week. She was married shortly afterwards, 
and while her husband, a sailor, was at sea, undertook work for which 
she was paid over 30s. a week, but remained at home while he was on 
leave. After a short period of highly paid work she gave it up as being 
too heavy, and applied for an increase on the 10s. a week compensation 
formerly paid to her. The county court judge found she could only earn 
5s. a week, and but for the accident could have earned 30s. a week, and 
therefore awarded compensation at 12s. 6d. a week. 

Decision.—The judge misdirected himself. On the girl's own evidence, 
she would probably be earning nothing, as, being married, she had no real 
intention of going out to work at all. (Case reported 88 L.J. K.B. 969; 
12 B.W.C.C. 64; 120 L.T. 467.) 


Sheldon v. Butterley Company (Limited) (C.A. : Warrington, Duke 
and Atkin, L.JJ., 30th June, 1919). 

Facts.—A boy of fifteen employed in a coal mine met with a fatal 
accident. His mother claimed compensation as being partially dependent 
on his earnings, which were 26s. a week. The county court judge awarded 
£150, based on evidence that at the date of the hearing, the boy, if he had 
lived, would probably have been earning 56s. a week. 

Decision.—The judge was right in taking into consideration the boy's 
prospective increase of earnings, and there was evidence to support the 
award. (Case reported 1919, 2 K.B. 600; 1919, W.C. & Ins. Rep. 311.) 


Ling v. De Dion Bouton (Limited) (C.A.: Warrington, Duke and 
Atkin, L.JJ., 9th July, 1919). 

Facts.—A cook-housekeeper went into a munition factory during the 
war, and met with an accident when earning £4 8s. a week. She returned 
to domestic service, at a wage of £52 a year, and claimed compensation 
for injury to her thumb. The county court judge found that the accident 
had not diminished her capacity for work as a cook-housekeeper, and refused 
to award compensation. 

Dectsion.—The judge was wrong. The faets that the woman had 
formerly been a cook, and had returned to work as a cook, were irrelevant. 
She was entitled to be compensated on the basis of her loss of earning 
capacity as a machinist, in which there was ample evidence that she had 
suffered loss. (From note taken in Court. Case reported 63 Sor. J. 723 ; 


Webster v. Harrison Townsend & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 
Sterndale, M.R., Atkin and Younger, L.JJ., 9th June, 1920). 


Facts.—A printer was totally incapacitated by industrial disease 
(eczematous ulceration of the hands) for a period of four months. During 
this period the average weekly earnings of a skilled printer rose from 
£3 19s. 6d. to £4 12s. The workman then obtained work in a lower grade 
than he had worked in before, because of the disease, and worked for 
11 months, less four weeks, earning more wages than he had done before. 
The county court judge ascertained the wages for the whole period of 
11 months in order to obtain the weekly average, and as this exceeded the 
average weekly earnings before the accident, awarded no compensation. 


Decision.—The judge was right in selecting the period he did to ascertain 
the average of post-accident earnings. The workman was not entitled to 
treat the four weeks’ absence after which wages rose to a higher level as 
a break in the employment, and the employers were entitled to take into 
consideration the higher rate after the break. (Case reported 13 -B.W.C.C, 
195; 1920, W.C. & Ins. Rep. 178.) 


[T'o be continued. } 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re HINCKES : DASHWOOD v. HINCKES. 
No. 1. 19th and 20th January. 


Witt—Surrting Cirause—Construction—“ ACTUALLY ENTITLED TO 
Possession on Receret or Rents or THe F Estate, on tae Bux 
or THE F, Estate ’—APrroinTMENT TO TRUSTEES SUBJECT TO RENT- 
CHARGE—RENT-CHARGE EXHAUSTING NINE-TENTHS OF Renrs—Dts- 
CRETIONARY Trust as TO SurpLUS—DereaTt or Opsect oF Suirrine 
CLAUSE. 

A settlement by will of the H estate contained a shifting clause which was 
lo operate if R should become * actually ¢ ntitled to the possession or the rece ipt of 
the rents of the F estate, or the bulk of that estate,” in which event the property 
would pass to other remaindermen, When it became probable that R, as tenant for 
life of the H estate, might also succeed to the F estate, the latter estate waa 
re-settled under a joint power of appointment vested in R and his father, to 
the use that if R survived his father he was to receive thereoul a rent-charge 
of fixed amount, not to exceed, but calculated to exhaust, nine-tenths of the 
net rents and profits, with other privileges, including a right to lease the 
mansion-house. Subject thereto, the estate was limited to trustees, who were 
to enter into possession and manage it and apply the surplus income in their 


discretion for the benefit of the wife and children of R. In 1919 R's father died. 


Held (affirming the decision of Astbury, J , ante, p. 76, and 1920, 2 Ch. 511), 
that this conveyancing device was effectual, and that although R was entitled 
to all the substantial pecuniary be ne fils of possession of the estate, the shifting 
clause had not operated, and he had not forfeited the H estate, as he was not 
in legal possession of the F estate. The court could only construe the shifling 
clause strictly in accordance with its language. 


J 

Appeal by remaindermen from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported ante, 
p. 76). The question was whether a conveyancing device which was 
invented in order to defeat a carefully drawn shifting clause in a will, and 
which was settled by the same conveyancer who had originally drafted 
the shifting clause—the late Mr. E. P. Wolstenholme—was successful in 
doing so. Under directions in the will of John Davenport, made in 1862, 
the Foxley estate was settled in 1865 upon his soms George and Harry 
successively, and their sons in tail male, with remainders over. By the 
will of Theodosia Hinckes, dated 23rd October, 1872, she devised the 
Hinckes estates in Staffordshire and Shropshire to Harry Davenport for 
life with remainder, in the events which happened, to George Davenport's 
only son Ralph for life, with remainder to Ralph's sons in tail male, with 
remainders over in favour of George and Harry's other descendants. The 
will contained a shifting clause which provided that if any issue of George 
or Harry Davenport should by any means whatsoever become actually 
entitled to the possession or receipt of the rents and profits of the Foxley 
estate, or the bulk thereof, whether consisting of the same particulars or 
not, the Hinckes estate should go over to other remaindermen as if such 
child had died and there had been a general failure of its issuc. In 1894 
and 1896 the Foxley estate was disentailed and re settled to such uses as 
George and Ralph should jointly appoint, and subject thereto to George 
for life, with remainder to Ralph for life, with remainders over. In 1895 
Harry Davenport died a widower without issue, and Ralph became tenant 
for life in possession of the Hinckes estate, and took the name of Hinckes 
under a name and arms clause. Upon the death of his father George, 
Ralph would immediately become entitled to the Foxley estate for his life. 
This was then worth about £2,000 a year, but the Hinckes estate was worth 
£4,000 a year, which he would forfeit if he came into the Foxley estate. 
Therefore in 1900 a joint appointment was executed by father and son 
whereby the Foxley estate was limited, subject to a jointure of £900 to 
Sophia, the wife of George, to the use that Ralph should receive a rent-charge 





1920, 1 K.B. 88; 88 L.J., K.B. 1312.) 





of £2,800 as from George’s death, to be increased by £900 a year after his 
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mother Sophia's death, but not to exceed nine-tenths of the Foxley net 
rents in any year subject thereto, the estate was limited to the trustees 
for the residue of Ralph's life, who were to enter into possession, and were 
given full powers under the Settled Land Acts. The surplus income, after 
payment of all outgoings, ineluding the rent-charges, was to be applied by 
the trustees, in their discretion, for the benefit of Ralph's wife and children. 
Ralph was given the option of a lease of the mansion-house and sporting 
rights for 99 years, if he should so long live, at a rent of £300 a year, to 
be set off against the rent-charges, with full powers of charging a jointure 


and portions, power to appoint new trustees, and power to revoke and 


appoint new uses, but so that such powers might be overreached by the 
trustees’ powers. Ralph married in 1909, and two children were born of 
the marriage George Vavenport died in 1919, his wife Sophia having 


him, whereupon Ralph became entitled to the rent-charge, 
under the appointment of 1900. The trustees of 

1 summons for the determination of the question 
had taken effect. Astbury, J., held that the 


predeceased 
lease and other right 
the Hinckes will took 
whether the 


nilting clause 


shifting clause had not ne into operation, and that as Rabph Hinckes 
had not tually be me entitled to the Foxley estate, he had not forfeited 
the Hin # properti If,’ he said, “the shade of Theedosia Hinckes 
be still nscious of what takes place in this imperfect world, she may be 
concerned, perhaps sadly, at the infirmities or ingenuities of lawyers gut, 
as Lord Halsbury said in Hunter v. Altorney-General (1899, A.C. 309, 315), 


I am not entitled to take any such matter into consideration.”” The 

remaindermen appear 1 
The Court dismissed the 
Tue Ma ry THE ROLLS 


eflect na will 


They were clauses which 


ippe il 
said the ise raised a qu stion as to the 


und the other in a deed of 
had excited the 
n of th appoin 


appointment 
for th 
appell i tment as an artist would speak 
of a masterpiece of art Che court had simply to « legal 
effect H is lordship) felt unable to differ from the conclusion to which 
J., had arrived. Having stated the facts and read the limitations, 


itw 


idmiration of counsel 


msider thei 


Asthury, 

his lordship pr led It was clear that Astbury, J., was right in saying 
that the substantial p miary and beneficial effect of the ippointment 
was the san as if Ralph Hinckes had retained his original life estate 
under the previous limitations. But it was argued that that being so 
he must be considered as having become actually entitled to the possession 
of the estate His lordship could not agree with that contention. The 
trustees were trustees, not for Ralph Hinckes, but for his wife and children, 
subject to the rent-charge Ihe income of the estate might considerably 
increase, but he was entitled to receive from the trustees £3,700 a year, 
and no more, eo lor is nine-tenths of the rents were equal to that amount 
It was said that the deed was a sham, that. the rent-charge was not a real 
rent-charge, and that the trustees were not real trustees, but only estate 
agents, who uld be dismissed at any time rhere was no authority for 


wuld be revoked. The 
property 


saying that a trust was not a real trust because it c¢ 
trustees therefore were not 
merely to hand over nine-tenths of the rents and profits to Ralph Hinckes. 
So long as that respondent was not entitled 
to possession or the receipt of the rents and profits. Astbury, J., had 
expressed exactly what he lordship) thought when he said (1920, 
2 Ch., at p. 522): [he true meaning of the clause is that the shifting 
is to take place if the person entitled becomes entitled to the possession 
or receipt of the rents and profits of the Foxley estate, or the bulk of that 
estate as an estate Now, although Ralph has become entitled to the 
possecsion and receipt of something ilent or substantially equivalent 
eyancing device to which he was entitled to 
entitled in fact to the p 
any part thereof. 


mere land agents managing the 


remained a rent-charge, the 


(his 


of equis 
value, he has, by the con 
ssession 


resort, prevented himself from becoming 


or receipt of the rents and profits of the Foxley estate « 


He has only become entitled to a £3,700 rent-charge limited to nine-tenths 
of their amount. The entire possession and receipt of the rents and profits 
are in the truster Those trustees are not trustees of the estate or rents 
for Ralph He has no doubt a power to alter the uses, but the difference 


between a power and property is plain (Bowen v. Smith, L.R., 11 Eq., 279).” 
He thought that that was the right conclusion and that the appeal must 
be dismis ed 

Warrinoton, L.J., and Younoer, L.J., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former observing that the owner of the rent-charge could not 
sue a singk who refused to pay his rent, and the latter referring to 
the judgment of Lindley, L.J., in Leslie v. Earl of Rothes (1894, 2 Ch. 499). 
CounseL: Upjohn, K.C., and Ashworth James; Romer, K.C., and Norman 
Daynes. Soricrrors : Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co. ; Bird & Bird. 


tenant 


[Reported by H. Layororp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 
REX v. SOUTHWARK BOROUGH COUNCIL. 


20th and 21st January. 


Lonpon Goverxmext—Sortuwark Boroven MarKkET—APPormntTMENT 
or Trustees—“ Fait To Aprornt’’ WITHIN TIME PrEescRIBED—LOcAL 
GoveRNMENT Scueme (SovruwarK Borovcu MARKET) CONFIRMATION 
Act, 1907 (7 Edw. 7, ¢. xlvi.), sched. 

Under provisions contained in the London Government Scheme (Southu irk 
Bor yugh Varket) Confirmation Act, 1907, the Councillors of the St. Saviour’s 
Ward shall call a + eeling in February of each year to appoint four trustees 
of the market for the ensuing year. Section 2 of the scheme provides that 
if in any case the councillors “ fail to exercise their power within the time 
specified” the borough council shall make the appointment. In 1920 the 
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| 
| 
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trustera March, and the borough council refused to act on their 
» out of time, and proceeded to elect four other peraons aa 
ulling upon the borough council to appoint the four 


until a date iy 


town clerk omitted by an oversight to convene the meeling for the election of 
nominatiean a hei 
trustees, A rule nisi ¢ 

person tlected by the ward councillors was 


" 
fppea /. 


Held, dismissing t) 


discharged and the ward councillors 


u pp il. that the clear lai quage of the scheme heduled 
effect to. and that as the councillors did not nominate 


the ft leg n February they had “ failed lo exercise their power within the 
rda of the proviso to 2, and the obligation of making the appor nls 
di lved upon the borough council. 


order of a Divisional Court, reported (1920) 18 L.G.R. 
In support of rule 
int within 


*” failing 


A ppe al fr n an 
1%). The facts sufficiently appear from the headnote. 
it was contended that the trustees had not “failed’’ to app 
the meaning of s. 2 of the schedule to the Act of 1907, becaus« 
meant omitting to do something they had an opportunity of doing, and 
here they had no opportunity to nominate. By s. 4 of the London 
Government Act, 1899, the town clerk was made the clerk of the borough 
council, and as such was the authority to convene the meeting at which 
persons to fill the vacancies were nominated. The councillors of the ward 

uld not put the town clerk in motion, because until the time to convene 
the meeting had gone they could not tell whether he was going to fail 
them or not. On the meaning of the word “fails” they relied on the 
following cases: Jn re Nelson (1890, 288. Rep. 193), Brotherton v. Metropolitan 
and District Joint Committee (1893, A., The Times L. Rep. 645), Gowen vy. 
Wright (1886, 18 Q.B.D.), and Hill v. East and West India Dock Co. 
1884, 9 A.C. 448). Counsel for the respondent were not heard. 

Bankes, L.J., said that the scheme for the regulation and control of 
the Southwark Market being embodied in the statute of 1907 must be 
construed as any other statute must be construed, and it would be found 
that the scheme provided for the constitution of a body of 21 trustees, 
of whom five were to be ex-officio and 16 appointed trustees. Having 
regard to the position that St. Saviour’s, Southwark, occupied in relation 
to the market. the councillors elected for St. Saviour’s Ward were given 
ilege of nominating the appointed trustees. The statute, by 
provided what was to happen in the event of those councillors 
terms: “ Provided that if in any 


the pri 


s. 2 (1), 


not exercising their privilege in these 
case the councillors entitled to make such nomination aforesaid fail to 
exercise their power within the time specified in the schedule to this scheme 


the borough council shall make the appointment without any such nomina- 
tion.” In the schedule there were the provisions which specified the time 
within which the powers were to be exercised, and the time was a meeting 
in February in each year. That meeting had to be summoned by the 
town clerk of Southwark, and he was made for the purpose the statutory 
1uthority to issue the notice convening the meeting. By some oversight 
no meeting was summoned in 1920 until March, and the question arose 
whether, within the meaning of s. 2 (1), the councillors had failed to exercise 
their power within the time specified. While the word “ fail” might well 
have different meanings, having regard to the context, the simple meaning 
was the meaning which the Divisional Court adopted. So read, the scheme 
was workable, because there was a provision by which, so to speak, 
automatically, the borough council had the right to make the appointment 
without nomination if a certain event happened. If the other reading 
were adopted, namely, that “ fail’ connoted some default on the part of 
the councillors, the whole clause became unworkable. It would give rise 
1t once to a dispute whether or not there had been any default, and possible 
lengthy litigation. The decision of the Divisional Court must be affirmed. 

Scrutton, L.J., gave judgment to the like effect. 

Arkry, L.J., in concurring, pointed out that, in his opinion, even if the 
ippellants’ contention were accepted as to the construction to be applied 
to the word “ fail” in the section, they would n vertheless not be entitled 
to the mandamus which they sought. It was in terms one to command 
the council to appoint the named persons nominated as such trustees by 
the councillors of the ward. The Act, however, said: “* The appointment 
of an appointed trustee shall not be made by the borough coun il except 
upon the nomination of the councillors elected for the said St. Saviours 
Ward,” and “ A nomination and appointment shall be made in accordance 
with the rules in the said schedule.”” The schedule directs that the appoint- 
ment is to be made in February. So, whether or not the borough coun il 
were entitled to appoint the nominee under the proviso, it was clear that 
the councillors of the St. Saviour’s Ward had not nominated the members 
in accordance with the rules, for admittedly they had not nominated them 
in February. In any event, therefore, the mandamus would fail, and he 
thought it also followed from what had been said that in the view of the 
court the appointment by the council of the trustees was, in fact, in this 
Counset for the appellants: Schwabe. K.C., 
Montgomery, K.C., and Roland 
Topham. 


case, a valid appointment. 
and Horton-Smith ; for the respondents : 
Sotrcrrors : Simpson, Palmer ad: Winder ; G. C. 


{Reported by Ersaine Retp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Burrows. 


Bath City Council was presented on Tuesday by the Rev. C. W. Shi kle 
with translations of 528 ancient deeds found in the city’s archives. 
Alderman Cedric Chivers said there were antiquaries all over the world 
who would like to possess copies, and on behalf of the Jath Record Society 
he offered to have the documents printed. Mr. Shickle and the Record 
Society were cordially thanked. 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
In re HOLT: HOLT v. HOLT. 
Wuat—Construction—Degvisg or ‘“Reat Estate anp Property "'— 


Bequest OF ““Personat Prorerty”—Lono LeasenoLtps— Distincrion— 
Wits Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 26, 


Sargant, J. 19th January. 


Section 26 of the Wills Act, 1837, does not apply to a case where a testator 
leaving his ** real estate and property’ in one direction and his ** personal 
properly ” in anothe r, has in fact no real estate but o ily some long leaseholds. 


Butler v. Butler (1884 28 Ch. D. 66) distinguished. 


The law laid down in Rose v. Bartlett (1631 Cro. Car. 292) is not altered by 
« 26 of the Wills Act, 1837, and, in ace th the decision in that case, 
leaseholds pass under a general devise of real estate. 


This was an originating summons to determine 
leaseholds passed under a gift of ‘ personal property ”’ in 
a gift of “ real estate and property ”’ in the same will. The testator made 
his will in 1893, and died in 1897. Under it he gave all his personal property 
to one set of beneficiaries and all his “‘ real estate and property *’ to another 
wt of beneficiaries. As a matter of fact neither at the date of his will not 
at the date of his death had he any real estate strictly so called, but he had 
two farms and he held each of these farms for the residue of a term 
of years, and they were both long terms, the one having been created by 
a lease granted in the seventeenth century, and the other by a lease granted 
in the nineteenth century. Each of the sets of beneficiaries claimed the 
farms and cited numerous authorities in support of their claims. 

Section 26 of the Wills Act, 1837, is as follows :—And it be further enacted, 
that a demise of the land of the testator, or of the land of the testator in 
any place or in the occupation of any person in his will, or otherwise 
described in a general manner, and any other general devise which would 
describe a customary, copyhold, or leasehold estate, if the testator had no 
freehold estate which could be described by it, shall be construed to include 
the customary, copyhold and leasehold estates of the testator, or his custom- 
ary, copyhold and leasehold estates, or any of them, to which such description 
shall extend, as the case may be, as well as freehold estates, unless a contrary 
intention shall appear by the Will. 

SarGant, J., after stating the facts said: The case of Butler v. Butler 
(supra), is distinguishable from the present case. 8S. 26 of the Wills Act, 1837, 
does not apply here. The general principles of law laid down in the case of 
Rose v. Bartlett (supra), are not so far as they relate to the present case, 
altered by s. 26 of the Wills Act, 1837, and applying those principles, lease- 
holds do pass under a general devise of real estates in a will.—CounsEL, 
J. M. Stone; J. BE. G. de Montmorency; Spens. Soxrscrrors, G. F. Hudson, 
Matthews & Co., for H. L. & W. P. Reade, Congleton. 

[Reported by L. M, May, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Court of Appea 


INTERNATIONAL CIRCUS AND CHRISTMAS FAIR. 


No. 1. 22nd November, 


JOEL »v. 


Contract—StTanp aT Exurerrion—‘“ Rent Payasie ’—Drrector’s 
Rervusat or Unsvuitas_e Exutsrtr—Ricut To Let To oTrHER PERSONS— 
TENANT OR LICENSEE INJUNCTION. 


The plaintiff applied for a stand at the defendants’ exhibition upon a form 
supplied by the defendants. After signing the form the defendants objected 
to the use to which the plaintiff proposed to put the space, and claimed the 
right to let it to another person. 


Held (affirming decision of Eve, J., ante, p. 75), that the plaintiff was a 
tenant, and not a mere licensee, and was entitled to an injunction restraining 


the defendants from letting the space in breach of the contract. 


Appeal from a decision of Eve, J. (ante, p. 75), granting an injunction 
to restrain the defendants from committing a breach of contract. By a 
standholder’s application, dated 5th October, 1920, which was made upon 
a form containing regulations signed on behalf of the defendant firm, and 
which constituted the contract, the plaintiff applied to be allotted three 
spaces at a certain charge at a fair to be opened at Olympia, Kensington, 
in December, the right to alter the dates of opening and closing the fair 
being reserved to the defendants. Half of the rent payable was to be 
remitted with the application, and the balance before Ist November. Ni: 
exhibitor was to “sublet or divide” any space without the defendants 
consent, and the defendants might refuse or remove any exhibit not 
sanctioned or unsuitable. The directors’ decision of disputes was to b 
final and accepted by the tenant, and an exhibitor, if objectionable, might 
be excluded “ during the period of this tenancy.” The defendants objected 
to the use to which the plaintiff proposed to put one of the spaces, viz 
a “throwing game,” with watches as prizes. They refused the balanc« 
of his payment for the space, and asserted the right to let it to persons 
other than the plaintiff. The plaintiff brought this action claiming a 


declaration of his right to the space, and an injunction until the trial, and 
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APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eading EXPERTS for 
the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of a// grades of MENTAL 
DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 
of both sexes who need find contro/ and expert supervision 


in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Garden and Manual Training. 


Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 


Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of England 


If whole cost 
part-payment, 


cannot be paid, 
No competition, 


Admission on /nclusive Fees. 


by votes of Subscribers, with 











only a small detinite number ot votes required. 
Legaci es as Endowments creat perinanent benefits. 
Full information of Mr. HW. HOWARD, Secretary, 14-16, Ludgate Hill, 
London, E.C.4, Telephone : 56297 ¢ 
contended that the agreement created a tenancy between the parti For 
the defendants it was said that the contract conferred only a revocable 
licence without any exclusive possession. Eve, J., held that on the 


of the c 
granted the 


mtract the plaintiff was entitled to an interest in the 
asked for The defendant ‘pp sled, 
l 


construction 


premises, and injunctior 


The Court dismissed the appeal, the Master or Tur Rotts observing 
that the case must be decided on the construction of the document, and 
he hoped that nothing he said would be cited as an authority on anything 


else. The document was different from those in Edwardes v. Barrington 








(18 T.L.R. 169) and Warr v. London County Coun it (1904, 1 K.B. 713), 
and was one, he thought, which gave a right to an interest in land 

WARRINGTON = Scrutron, L.JJ., concurred. Counse.: Gover, K.C., 
and J. N. Gray; Cunliffe, K.¢ and Whitmore Richards. Sowicirors: 
Fielder, Jones & Harrison 2-¢ pbell, Hooper ds Todd. 

[Reported by H. Lanaronn Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.) 
New Orders, XC. 
The Public Trustee’s Office. 

The Public Trustee has decided to alter the existing Saturday morning 
hours in hi of 10 a.m. to 1 p.m., to 9.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m,, a8 from 
Saturday, the 5th February 

Societies. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

Lincoln's Inn Libr is now open from 9.30 a.m. to 6 p.m., except on 

Saturdays, when it is closed at 1 p.m. 
Gray's Inn. 

The Arden Scholarship of 1921 (£60 a year for three years) has been 
awarded to Harold Brown, Captain, Lancaster Regiment. Arden Prizes 
(£50 a ee for two years) have been awarded to Kilmaine de Ferrars 


Captain, R.A.F., and Abraham 8. Diamond, M.M., Driver, R.F.A. A 
special 3 of £50 a year for two years has been awarded to Oswald 
E. E. Wood, Lieutenant, R.A.F. 

The prizes are open « mly to ex-service students. 


fhe Law Society. 
LORD READINGS APPOINTMENT AS VICERUY, 

At the meeting of the Council of the Law Society held on the 14th 
January, the following resolution with regard to Lord Reading's appoint 
ment as Viceroy of India was passed unanimously : 

That the Council of the Law Society, representing the solicitors’ branch 

f the legal profession, tender to the Right Le m. the Karl of Reading 
G.C.B.. Lord Chief Justice of England, their congratulations and good 
appointment to the exalted office of Viceroy of India. The 


wishes on his 
ke 


Council take this opportunity of expressing to Lord Reading their deep 
appreciation of his public services in the high and responsible position of 
Lord Chief Justiee of England, which he is about to vacate. His profound 
knowledye of the law, his unvarying patience, his courtesy, and his kindness, 
the Council appreciate and gratefully a knowledge. The qualities have, 
in their belief, combined to win for Lord Reading the respect, admiration 
und gratitude of the entire profession.” 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
LIMITED. 
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A copy of the resolution was forwarded to his lordship, who has since 

addressed to the President of the Society the following reply : 
“ Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C., 
* January 20th, 1921. 

“Dear Mr. Morton,—It is with very real pleasure and gratitude that 
I have to acknowledge the resolution forwarded by you on behalf of the 
Council of the Law Society, which expresses such cordial appreciation of 
my services as Lord Chief Justice, and conveys to me such welcome 
congratulations on assuming my new and arduous duties as Viceroy of India. 

‘You will readily understand that after my long association with both 
branches of the legal profession, in the course of which I have been privileged 
to make and retain many friendships, it is a great wrench to part from the 
familiar surroundings. But in the important and responsible task that 
lies ahead of me my labours will be lightened by the recollection of such 
messages of encouragement and goodwill as that which I am indeed glad 
to have received from the Law Society.— Yours sincerely, Reaprne.”’ 


The Law Society. 
SPECIAL GENERAL MEETING. 

A Special General Meeting of the Law Society was held on Friday 28th 
ult., at the Society's Hall, Chancery Lane, Mr. C. H. Morton (Liverpool, 
President), taking the chair. Among those present were Mr. John James 
Dumville Botterell (Vice-President), Mr. Harry Rowsell Blaker (Henley-on- 
Thames), Sir William James Bull, M.P., Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birming- 
ham), Sir Homewood Crawford, Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. Thomas 
Eggar( Brighton), Mr. Walter Henry Foster, Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. Herbert 
Gibson, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burrow Gregory, Mr. Leonard 
William North Hickley, Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K.C.B. (Hertford), 
The Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton, Mr. Robert Chancellor Nesbitt, 
Mr. William Henry Norton (Manchester), Mr. Alexander Paris (Southamp- 
ton), Mr. Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), Mr. Reginald Ward Edward 
Lane Poole, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt.D., Mr. George 
William Rowe, Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Sir Richard Stephens Taylor, 
Sir Walter Trower (Members of the Councii), Mr. E. R. Cook (Secretary 
and Mr. H. E. Jones (Assistant Secretary). 


Sire Water Trower. 


The President said it was his privilege and a very great pleasure, 
to ask the Meeting to pass a resolution of thanks to Sir Walter Trower 
for his great services to the Society as Chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee for the last eighteen years. It would be interesting to them, 
he felt sure, to know that his colleagues, the members of the Council, 
had intended to mark their appreciation of Sir Walter's services 
by the presentation of what, Lady Trower said, was the only thing he was 
short of and would desire on this side of the Kingdom of Heaven, a writing 
table for his library. <A fortnight since the Council had unanimously 
passed a very warm vote of thanks to Sir Walter, and it occurred to them 
that it would be the wish of the members of the Society and that they 
would be glad of the opportunity of thanking him also. As they knew, the 
Chairman of the Finance Committee was de facto Treasurer of the Society. 
But it was not only the services of Sir Walter Trower as Treasurer they had 
in their minds, for he had been at all times foremost in every scheme of the 
Council for the benefit of the members, for the amendment of the law, the 
simplification of practice and procedure, and in particular for the reform 
of the conveyancing system, and in the matter of legal education. Indeed 
he had not only been their Treasurer, but their treasure. The members of 
the Society had all been impressed by the masterly manner in which the 
annual accounts of the Society were compiled and presented. They were 
as comprehensive as they were concise and they were so clear that he who 
ran might read. The members must all appreciate that the work of preparing 
the Annual Statement, with its interesting comparison of the figures of the 
preceding year and the useful forecast of the revenue and expenditure of 


—=!}2 

Walter Trower. In the long period of eighteen years, nearly one-half of 
his professional life, the Society had grown very much in its membergshj 
and in its work. The building had been rehabilitated and altered, the 
finances had grown along with the importance of the Society, both in its 
capital account, its income and its expenditure, and he would ask Sir 
Walter to give the Meeting some figures, which he was sure would be of 
interest. In addition to all that, they had to thank Sir Walter for his con. 
stant attention day by day to the work of the Society and its finances, and 
for the wise administration which he had ever applied to his duty. A most 
important matter was that he had at the commencement of the great war 
to provide against the steady diminution of income which resulted and the 
falling off of members, and the corresponding ratio in the expenditure, 
“* Uneasy is the head that wears acrown,” we were told, but he thought the 
Monarch’s rest could scarcely be more troubled than that of the Society's 
Treasurer, with the ever-widening gap between the revenue and the 
expenditure, and an overdraft at the bank which was always in reasing. 
He could dilate much longer on Sir Walter's many and great services, but 
there were others to speak, and he would sum up by saying that his patient, 
painstaking labour and his devotion to his duty, and the great skill and ability 
with which he had brought the Society through the various crises, commanded 
their admiration and their gratitude and deserved the warmest thanks from 
every member of the Society. He had ventured to draft a resolution as 
follows which he would submit to them, in the hope that it would 
commend itself to the Meeting ; ‘‘ That the cordial thanks of this Meeting be 
tendered to Sir Walter Trower for the invaluabie service rendered by him 
to the Society as Chairman of the Finance Committee during the past 
eighteen years. This Meeting desires to place upon record its high apprecia- 
tion of his constant care and personal devotion to the interests of the Society 
during that long period. In particular the Meeting has pleasure in recalling 
the conspicuous ability with which Sir Walter controlled the finances of the 
Society during the great war, and the admirable judgment and skill with 
which he surmounted the financial difficulties of that anxious time. Whilst 
hearing with much regfet that the Council had accepted Sir Walter's resigna- 
tion from the Chairmanship of the Committee, the Meeting expresses its 
pleasure and satisfaction that he will remain a member of the Council and 
that the Society will continue to have the advantage of his wise counsel 
and ripe experience.” 

Mr. J. J. D. Botterell (London, Vice-President), seconded the motion. 
He said he had a very strong feeling that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had only been as careful of the finances of the country as Sir Walter had 
been of those of the Society, the country would not have been burdened with 
so heavy taxation, and that there would not have been so much unrest as 
at present prevailed. From the moment the difficulties arose, Sir Walter 
immediately went in for the most perfect economy, which economy had 
benefited the Society to a very large extent. It had kept the expenditure 
within reasonable bounds, so that it had only been necessary to call fora 
very small increase in the amount payable as annual subscriptions by the 
mem bers in order to ensure the prosperity of the Society. Although the terms 
of the motion were very laudatory, they were not too laudatory to express 
the feeling of the members with regard to Sir Walter Trower. 

Mr. W. Melmoth Walters (London), said he remembered very well the 
time to which the President had alluded when Mr. Richard Pennington was 
the admirable Finance Minister of the Soci®ty and he did his work wonder- 
fully well. When Mr. Pennington died the Council thought his loss irrepar- 
able. But Sir Walter had filled the gap to the great satisfaction of every- 
body, and it was a great satisfaction that he was still to remain a member 
of the Council. 

The motion was carried with applause. 

Sir Walter Trower, in responding, said he could not find words adequately 
to express how deeply he was touched by the kindness and consideration 
which had prompted the Meeting to pass the resolution. It was kindness and 
consideration which had followed him all through the years and which he 
felt that he was utterly unworthy of. He wished to say how deeply he 
was indebted to the President, the Vice-President and Mr. Walters for what 
they had said, and to the Meeting for their kindness in passing the resolution. 
But he was only one of the Committee over which he had had the honour of 
presiding. Every question which had come up for consideration during 
those eighteen years had been submitted to the Committee and they had 
considered it, and, as they were responsible, so theirs should be the credit. 
The time must come, however, when one might feel that one must resign 
one’s work, and that that work should pass to younger and more able hands, 
and he wished to congratulate the Council and the Society in having s cured 
the services of Mr. North Hickley who, he knew, would receive the support 
and consideration which the Society had always given him (Sir Walter 
Trower) during the time he had served them. He should like to associate 
in his thanks all those who were not now with us and who had been associated 
with him in the past. Also he should like to say how deeply they were 





the coming year, must involve great labour, great patience and great 
industry as well as a great sacrifice of that which was so important to the 
business man, the sacrifice of many hours of leisure. To his mind, the 
annual accounts were a monument of painstaking ability. Many of those 
present would remember Mr. Pennington, who was the Chairman of the 
Finance Committee immediately before Sir Walter took office. He doubted 
if any of them could call to mind Mr. Pennington’s predecessor. 













Growtu or THE Soctety’s FINANCES. 


But he thought he might safely say that no Chairman of the Finance 
Committee had ever had so onerous and so diflicult a time of office as Sir 


indebted to their able Secretary and the Staff and in particular to the 
cashiers, who had done most admirable service during the war. The 
President had invited him to say a few words of retrospect and forecast, and 
perhaps, as this was the last time he should have the opportunity of address- 
ing the members on Finance, they would allow him to do so for a moment Of 
two. It was certainly the first time he had addressed them on the question 
of Finance without replying to questions put to him on the subject. Prior 
to the year 1902 the Council came to the conclusion that they must extend 


their building, and in addition to considering the comfort and convenience 
of the members, they must also provide for training of the students. 2 
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the year 1902 was memorable for two reasons. In 1902 was begun the 
iiding of the northern wing of the Society’s Hall, and in the same year, 
Zz id : ’ e 
the present school of law was founded. 


Scnoot or Law. 


It was largely to the efforts of Sir Albert Rollit in tLat year that the school 
meoceeded and had become the success that it had to-day. The Law Society, 
alter the building of the new wing, became not merely an institution with 
its hall, its admirable library, its common room, and its dining room, it 
became a home and a ciub to which all the members of the Society could 
resort,and with its students’ library and its class rooms and lecture rooms, 
it became the home also of the Society’s school. Subsequently, common 
joms and luncheon rooms were provided for the students, and to-day it 
gas a club and a home for the students, as well as a home for the school. 
They would naturally expect him to tell them that the building and the 
necess ry furniture and equipment of the school and the new rooms cost a large 
am of money. It cost, with the provision that was made at the time for 
pensions and insurance funds for the clerks, £72,500, and of this sum, £62,500 
was paid and paid out of income. leaving only £10,000 as a charge upon the 
building. And that was the sum which remained a charge at the opening 
athe war. And the question of finance was smooth and easy until the war 
broke out. Then, but gradually, it was true, the income of the Society 
and of the articled clerks funds fell from £45,000 to £31,000, a decrease of 
about £14,000 a year, and it was necessary, as the President had remarked, 
to use the most drastic economy. Economy was not a pleasant thing, but 
at the same time establishment expenses and salaries, rates, printing and 
other things increased by leaps and bounds, and the Council were obliged 
togive up many things they were then doing. They could not devote their 
attention sufficiently to the maintenance of the building and the mainten 
ance of the library. and they could not keep up their publications, or carry 
them on in the way they had wished. That had all passed away, and they 
had managed to meet the difficulties, and now the Society was only indebted 
in the sum of £10,000, the sum which they owed at the commencement of 
thewar. He did not think that, with the increase of the members’ subscrip 
tions, there would be much difficulty in carrying on the finances with regard 
tothe general objects of the Society. But the question of finance as regarded 
legaleducation would require the closest attention. The meeting knew that 
not only had the Council to consider the law school in London, but they 
had also to consider the great provincial centres, such as Birmingham, 
leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, Sheffield, Bristol, Cardiff and other places to 
which he need not refer, with all of which they were closely associated, and all 
a whom claimed a share in the income of what was known as the articled 
derks’ fund. The teaching and examining staff must, in his opinion be 
more amply remunerated, if the Society was not merely to maintain but 
to increase the efficiency of their schools. And what applied to London 
@plied also to the provinces. The Society claimed, and claimed 
tightly to have done much for legal education, and they were proud to say 
that there was no student in England or Wales who was not within reach 
of legal education. But the Society must not stop where it was in this 
respect, and they must go on improving their system until an imperial 
school of law was established. Itwas his fervent hope that the time was not 
far distant when such a school would be in existence, and that thejaspiration 
af Lord Selborne, Lord Finlay, and Lord Russel! of Killowen might be 
ralised. He would, as a last word, remind the Meeting that ever since the 
Law Society received its charter, now nearly a hundred years ago, it had 
urged upon the public the need of legal education, and he felt confident that 
the Society would support the Council by every means in their power in 
furthering that object. He could only say again how deeply he was indebted 
to the President and to all those who had been associated with him in the 
past for their generous and really undeserved kindness. 


LecaL Epvcation. 


The President said it was not the practice of the chairman at other 
general meetings than the annual meeting that was held each July to 
address them at any length. But the Council had asked him to refer to 
§ matter contained in the annual report last published on the subject of 
kgal education, or rather the education of articled clerks. The report 
told them that the Council were preparing a Bill, and the Council thought 
t might be interesting to the meeting to know to what stage the matter 
had now reached. The Bill had been approved by the Lord Chancellor, 
the Lord Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls and the Board of Education. 
It would prevent, the Council hoped, the substitution for the preliminary 
amination of the Society of an inferior standard of examination, 
aad that was a very important matter. The Bill required that every 
Mticled clerk should spend at least twelve months at some recognised 
thool of law, whether the school established in the Sox iety’s building or 
@tablished at one of the great provincial centres. The Council would 
have power, subject to appeal to the Master of the Rolls, to exempt an 
aticled clerk where the circumstances were difficult and exceptional, and 
if they refused such exemption, there was a right of appeal to the Master 
athe Rolls. The question of finance had been very carefully considered 
by the Council and, of course, it was a difficult one. Because it could not 
be expected that the articled clerks should bear the whole of the cost, 

the fees were put too high. It was to be borne in mind that this was 
Rot a voluntary attendance at the school, it was obligatory. Therefore, 
the fees must be moderate, and the cost which was to fall upon the articled 

was an important matter. Hitherto the cost of legal education, 
iad of a great deal of work which the Society had done, had fallen wholly 


on the members of the Society, which was very unfair, because the member- 
ship of the Society was, he was sorry to say, not at all equal to the number 
of solicitors on the roll, which was between 14,000 and 15,000. The Council 
had submitted to the Lord Chancellor and the authorities, and they had 
approved, a proposal that the cost should fall upon the whole body of the 
profession, that was, that every solicitor should bear his quota. In order 
to do this, it was proposed, as the annual report explained, that the fee of 
5s. which the Society now received on the issue of a practising certificate, 
should be increased by 15s. in order that funds might be provided necessary 
to establish a larger and, the Council hoped, a better-paid staff of teachers. 
Because, unless teachers were well paid, it was impossible to get good ones 
and it was false economy. The same remark applied in the case of the 
provinces. The practice of the Council had been to make grants to the 
provinces, and the grants would have to be increased. Of course, there 
would be a very considerable accession of students to the teaching centres, 
and it might become necessary to establish more teaching centres, 80 as 
to bring the teaching as near as possible to the homes of the articled clerks, 
He need not trouble the meeting further with details. The Lord Chancellor 
would either introduce the Bill into the House. of Lords, or support ita 
introduction. He was authorised to tell that to the meeting. 
PROFESSIONAL APPOINTMENTS BY LocaL AUTHORITIES. 

Mr. E. A. Bell (London) moved in accordance with notice “ That the 
Council be instructed to consider and report to the Society, whether in 
the interests of justice and/or expediency, the names of solicitors proposed 
by local and/or municipal authorities for appointment to public salaried 
offices, should be previously submitted to the Council for approval?” 
He said this was a domestic matter which related wholly to solicitors 
and no other part of the profession, Further, the resolution dealt with 
appointments by local authorities and no others, and he was fortified in 
moving the resolution by the remembrance that local authorities had in 
their power the appointment of, he thought, roughly, 185 town clerks and 
150 clerks of the peace, together also with their deputies and assistant 
solicitors. That was a large number, and he was almost inclined to think 
that the total number of appointments in the hands of local authorities was 
somewhere near 500. 

Mr. (. L. Samson (London, member of the Council) moved that Mr. Bell 
should be no longer heard on the motion. He said it was ridiculous that 
the time of the meeting should be taken up in the discussion of a motion 
which could not have any possible effect. How could the meeting possibly 
entertain a motion which said that the appointments of local authorities, 
which it was in their power to make or not to make, should be submitted 
to the Council ? He submitted that it was not proper that a meeting of 
solicitors should be further troubled with the motion and that he should be 
no longer heard. 
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Mr. FE. O. Simr 


agreed that to d Mr. Bell’s resolution was a ridiculous proposition. 





The President ol ved that it was open to any member to move that the 

nsent of the 1 ting be given to the discussion of the matter 

Mr. Bell ! t ng to run any su h risk He observed he 
was runnin? up against a barbed wire fence which had arisen around him 
M $ i t that t mot va ot one king the opinion of 

her t tt but that t wa n in tion t the 

The P 1 Mr. Bell if } vould still move the resolution 

Mr. | t,} re rit ion which had been expressed, 
he would tad But 3 he had said, the resolution was simply asking 
forthe tr ion of the Council whether or not the ippointment of solicitors 
i tl f | authoriti« hould not receive some sort of attention 

+} nart 

The President t would not be within the purview of the Society's 
ra t t | ft ki invthir ridiculeys ; 

Mr. B lhe w h indebted to Mr. Samson for what he had said, 
but he did not ite it He would withdraw the motion 

Mr. Eldrid | id that personally he should have been glad 
to hear Mr. Bell's rer rks upon the subject, though he did not agree with 
¢} ,otion 

The President Mr. Bell had withdrawn the motion and that was 
an end of the matt He did not think Mr. Bell would have any hope of 

Mr. Bel lt not hia 7 it—it was to bring the matter to the 

'? f 








l lon) asked what steps the Council were taking to 
we form th n t f Mr. Samuel Garrett for the reform, 
heapening and simy tion of | il process Some time ago, at one 
of the g ul tin f the Society, Mr. Garrett gave a most valuable 
statement s vil how lit ition was passing out of the hands of solicitors 
into the hand f hitration bodi n the City. 

The President lt he did not ol t to answering Mr. Dodd's question, 
but he 1 t to har iven notes I it 

Vr. Dodd lt tter was most iy rtant, the more so that a Bil 
had beer lf t better administration of justice, and it was very 
much of a lot He ild not help thinking that, if the Council had 
dor t} j hoe ird t mething more that was needed 
might ha ! ecured 

The Pr lent uid that ich of the Bill which had been pa ed was 
based on t port of the Committee which sat on legal procedure, and 
was the resu the action and it was taken as an instalment In the 
White Book would be found several new rules which were owing to the 
vction of the Cou f the Societ And the Council was responsible 
for the Bill, far as it had gone, with some very small additions. The 
Legal Procedure Committee was almost importunate, but one came up 
a nst an lar tu i f off i ind he did not think there was 
much t he ! Lbyvd j ng the matt 

Mr. Dodd thought the Council should take into consideration the 
desirat t f maku the summons for direction a real thing He believed 
thatif it ea real thing many actions would never go any further. 

rhe President said that if Mr. Dodd wished the matter discussed he 
must net 

Binus AND Costs in ConTEentTIOUs MATTERS. 

Mr. Bell asked whether the Council had since the last general meeting, 
taken into consideration the question whether or not the costs that were 
allowed in ntentiou matters should be, at the option of the parties, 
settled by the payment of a lump sum, instead of going through the 


tribulation of long ‘ 

The President said he had spent ag 
of that subject, and the Council sat for two hours on the previous day, 
deliberating the question. They were getting on with the matter, but 


«] many weeks in the consideration 


very siowly 
ComPpvuLsory RecistraTion VETO. 


Mr. A. H. Shaw (Leek) said he wished to ask a question on Clause 164 
of the Real Property Bill and the abolition of the veto of the County Council 
on com pulse ry registration He had watched the So lety 8s Gazette of 
late, in the hope of seeing what further action the Council had taken, 
but without result He would be glad to be informed—and th 
solicitors in the part of the country from which he came, North Staffordshire, 
were very keenly interested in the question—what further action the Society 
was taking in the matter. There had been a series of articles in The Times, 
by the Lord Chancellor, advocating amongst other things, this abolition 
of the veto of the County Council. Were the Council taking action and 
if so, what action, having regard to the fact that, assuming the clause 
was passed in the terms in which it was drawn, the County Council or 
the local Law Society, might then, within six months after notice given 
by the Lord Chancellor, pass a resolution asking for a public enquiry ? 
If there was no local Law Society—and there was no local Law Society 
in North Staffordshire—would the Law Society take action if the County 
Council did nothing ? Otherwise, there was no one to take action. The 
matter concerned the profession in the country more than in London, 
and especially the young members of the profession who had gone through 


the war. 


Leeds) seconded the motion, observing that he quite 





| ; 
| The President said that he happened to be a provincial solicitor. But 


| that was not the case. 

| the matter very carefully. 
| what had been done, but all the points Mr. Shaw had raised and many 
| others, particularly with regard to the clause which he had me ntioned, 


Every member of the Council had considered 
The meeting could not expect him to tell them 


had been kept very much to the front for several months past. And he 


hoped that the private negotiations and the representations which had 
heen made would bear some fruit. 


PROFESSIONAL APPOINTMENTS BY LocaL AUTHORITIES. 


| Mr. A. D. Jenkins (Guildford) said he wished to ask a question on q 
matter which arose from a notice on the agenda. He would be glad to 
know whether the Council or the Society had received during the past 
few years any suggestion or representation from members of the profession 
that local authorities in making appointments had not done justice to the 
professional qualifications of candidates ? 

The President said he did not remember. He had received a large 
number of letters from all kinds of people saying how they were astonished 
that the Council had permitted the motion to be placed on the agenda, 
He did not mind telling the meeting that he thought that perhaps it 
would have been as well if Mr. Bell’s notice had not appeared on the 
business paper, on the ground that it might be productive of harm to 


publish it. 

Mr. Jenkins said his contention was that there was no complaint that 
unfairness was shown and injustice done by the local authorities, 
Unfortunately a good deal of uneasiness had been caused by the placing 
of the notice in question upon the business paper. 











Lord Reading on the League of 
Nations. 


Lord Reading, says The Times, was the principal speaker at a public 
meeting held by the Reading branch of the League of Nations Union in 
the Town Hall at Reading on Monday night. The Mayor of Reading, 
| Mr. Denys Egginton, presided. 

Lord Reading said they might have a League of Nations on paper, 
signed by even greater men than those who had affixed their signatures 
to it, and ratified by all the Parliaments that existed, and yet it would 
never be a living force unless it was based upon the people's will. The 
subject was one which was vital for every human being. The more 
powerful it became the greater would be its effect. It might be possible 
in the future, if the League gathered strength as they hoped, to devise 
in instrument which would prevent wars for always. It would be an 
interesting problem for the historian to go through the chronicles of the 
wars waged in the past, and to strive to arrive at a conclusion how many 
of those wars would have taken place if there had been three months 
during which to deliberate. As one with some experience in life, both 
of the law and of politics and of international politics, he could not help 
thinking that one of the qualities that distinguished man from an animal 
was the restraint which by means of his divine mind he could impress 
tfpon his actions. 

It was the hope of all of them that the people would in the future have 
more to say in all countries as to war. He hoped that the people would 
be taken more into the confidence of their Governments. 


It was not for us to discuss why the Senate of the United States had 
not ratified the Treaty. That was a matter for America and Americans, 
but we were deeply interested in it along with all the other signatories. 
There was no nation in the world, in his view, which could wield such 
influence on the council of the nations as America. 

The problem of finance was quite as important as the delimitation of 
frontiers, if not more so. On finance and economics depended not only 
the situation for the peoples abroad, but very largely also the well-being 
ind contentment of the people of this country. The markets in countries 
which had depreciated currencies were shut to the British working man 
and the British capitalist for the time being because those peoples were 
unable to buy. This was an evidence that we could no longer shut ourselves 
up in water-tight compartments. The world’s trade depended on the 
exchange of goods between the nations of the world. 

They might discuss the League of Nations from every aspect, but they 
would always come back to the problem of disarmament. He did not 
mean by disarmament that he would expose this nation to aggression. 
No responsible man would dream, particularly after what we had experi- 
enced, of exposing the country to any such danger. No man would start 
with any other notion than that we could not disarm until other countries 
were prepared to do so; but when they saw that our military expenditure 
was far greater than before the war, and that the country was burdened 
with a huge debt and enormous taxation as well as high prices, they 
wondered whether we could go on piling up expenditure on armaments, 
and, if so, what would be the result. Disarmament would not be reached 
to-day or to-morrow, but the League of Nations would lead them om 


the road, 

















Mr. § 
Historic 
with ref 
says —_ 
which a 
misappr 
near St 
by two 
Oppenh 
shall be 
the actu 
ecommitt 
The tra 
but it is 
on the li 
ehurchy 
two don 


Ata 
Cham be: 
with M: 
Trade, | 
shipown 

The sl 
where it 
pilotage 
on the f 
“ unsoul 

In a | 
House, } 
writes tl 
know n It 
of the pi 
be met | 
of views 
the Cha: 
expressic 


An 


We ar 
of 9th D 
* Mi 
in the: 
openec 
practic 
ancing 
9 to 
9th De 
enters 
qualifi 
placed 
He hac 
Crown 
and bu 
and th 
A twol 
must t 
private 
length. 
solicite 
trial of 
have b 
Freder 
partne 


Lon 


The Or 
Bank Lir 
28th Jan 

The R: 
course of 
of our tre 


large! y fi 





ti med, 
And he 
h had 


hona 
tlad to 
ie past 
fesaion 
to the 


| large 
nished 
genda, 
aps it 
mn the 
rm to 


it that 


rities, 
! 


na Ing 


public 
m in 
ading, 


paper, 
tures 
would 

The 
more 
ssible 
levise 
yw an 
if the 
many 
onths 
both 

help 
nimal 
press 


have 
yould 


: had 
cans, 
ories. 
such 


m of 
only 
being 
tries 
man 
were 
elves 
. the 


they 

not 
sion. 
peri- 
start 
tries 
jture 
ened 
they 
onté, 
ched 


} on 


Feb.'5, 1921 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


& WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 65.] 297 








= 
Gifts to the National Trust. 


Mr. S. H. Hamer, the Secretary to the National Trust for Places « 
Historic Interest or Natural Beauty, writing to The Times of the Ist inst 
with reference to a statement which we reproduced last week (ante, p. 278). 
says :—May I be allowed to point out, with reference to the statemen 
which appeared in your issue of January 24, that there may be some 
misapprehension on the part of your readers respecting the gift of land 
near Stoke Poges churchyard? The land in question has been acquired 
by two public-spirited inhabitants in the neighbourhood—Sir Bernard 
Oppenheimer and Mr. W. A. Judd—and it is proposed that the property 
shall be vested in the National Trust for the benefit of the public, whik 
the actual management and administration will be in the hands of a loca 
committee consisting of representative residents in the neighbourhood 
The transference of the property has not yet been actually completed 
but it is confidently anticipated that arrangements will shortly be mad 
on the lines indicated above by means of which the amenities of the famous 
churchyard will be protected for all time, thanks to the generosity of the 
two donors. 


f 





~ ‘ 
Compulsory Pilotage. 

At a meeting of representatives of the Joint Pilotage Committee of th: 
Chamber of Shipping and the Liverpool Steamship Owners’ Associatior 
with Mr. Hipwood, Assistant Secretary, Marine Department, Board of 
Trade, last week, strong representations were made, on behalf of the 
shipowners, against the principle of compulsory pilotage. 

The shipowners urged that it should be abolished, except in ports, if any, 
where it is in the interest of shipping and navigation that an efficient 
pilotage service should be maintained. They maintained that a demand 
on the part of pilots for a general application of compulsory pilotage was 
“unsound and should not be acceded to.” 

In a letter addressed to Sir Acton Blaker, Deputy Master of Trinity) 
House, Mr. H. M. Cleminson, general manager of the Chamber of Shipping 
writes that ‘“‘ the more that the terms of the Pilotage Act of 1913 become 
known by shipowners, the less they are liked, and any action on the part 
of the pilots to increase the privileges they already possess would, I think, 
be met by a demand for new legislation on the subject.”” The statement 
of views in this letter is to be placed before the next council meeting of 
the Chamber on 2nd February, with a view to arriving at a unanimous 
expression of opinion on the part of owners on this subject. 








An old New Zealand Law Firm. 


We are obliged to an unknown correspondent for The Mercury, Hobart, 
of 9th December, from which we take the following : 

“Mr. George Cartwright, regularly admitted attorney and solicitor 
in the courts of law and equity in England, acquaints the public that he has 
opened an office at the corner of Davey Street, Hobart Town, for the 
practice of the law in its several branches, but more particularly convey 
ancing. Attendances on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, from 
9 to 3 o'clock.” This extract from the Hobart Town Gazette of 
9th December, 1820, indicates that the legal firm of Roberts & Allport 
enters upon its 101st year to-day. Geo. Cartwright was the first duly- 
qualified solicitor to settle in Tasmania, and was one of the four who were 
placed on the roll when the Supreme Court was established in May, 1824 
He had his office first at Waterloo House, and in 1824 secured from the 
Crown a block of ground at the corner of Macquarie and Murray Streets, 
and built on it a cottage close to where the present office of the firm stands, 
and the business has during the whole period been carried on at this spot. 
A twofold record in the legal world for Tasmania (if not for Australia) 
must thus have been established. It is highly probable that no other 
private business in Tasmania has had a continuous existence of the same 
length. Joseph Allport joined Cartwright in 1832. He was a country 
solicitor who had come to Tasmania to be a farmer, but after making 
trial of the land returned to the law. Subsequent members of the firm 
have been John Roberts, Morton Allport, Curzon Allport, Cecil Allport, 
Frederick Lodge, Dudley Allport, and Eustace Maxwell. The present 
partners are Messrs. Lodge and Maxwell. 











Companies. 
London Joint City & Midland Bank, Limited. 


The Ordinary General Meeting of the London Joint City and Midland 


}a certain age—by 


| agreed 


the amount deposited, 


| Tax concession saves him {24 
| reducing the deposit to £140 5s. 


| with the banks and at another borrow from them, have 





Bank Limited was held at the Cannon Street Hotel, London, E.C.4, on 
28th January, 1921. 
The Right Hon. R. McKenna (Chairman), who presided, said in the | 


course of his speech: In the intricate and highly developed organisation 
of our trade, the production, movement and disposal of commodities are 


largely financed with borrowed money. Banks which receive deposits | 


| ditions 


INCOME TAX RELIEF! 


SAVING 3s. IN THE &. 





A MAN with an earned income of £1,000 a year can 
save {24 15s. per annum by taking out the 20-year 
Investment-Insurance Policy issued by the Sun Life 
Assurance Company of Canada. He is offered relief— 
by the Government—of that amount of Income Tax. 

Even without such allowance, this Investment- 
Insurance Plan would still be one of the very finest 
and safest methods of providing for dependants and 
one’s own old age; but, with it, it stands supreme. 

It is not an ordinary transaction; it combines 
Investment with Insurance. A large capital sum is 
secured immediately for the policy holder’s dependants 
in the event of his death—or for himself if he lives to 
simply depositing each year an 
sum. Directly the first deposit is made his 
dependants will receive in the event of his death not 
only the full capital sum assured, but also one-half of 
This is a unique feature of the 
Investment—every year half of each deposit made is 
added to the Capital Sum assured, thereby appreciably 
increasing the financial protection for one’s dependants. 

Here is an example. 

A man aged 35 (Income, £1,000 a year) deposits 
£165 per annum with the Sun Life of Canada, Income 
15s., thus, in effect, 

In 20 years he will 

[ The Company will pay 
over to him £3,000 plus profits—at the rate paid at 
present—of £1,110, a total sum of £4,110; A PROFIT 
of £1,305. In the event of his death during the 20 years, 
his dependants will receive a sum ranging ~ from 
to £4,650, aecording to the year in which 


have deposited (net) {2,805. 


£3,082 10s. 
death occurs. 

This plan holds good for much smaller amounts, and, 
of course, for larger sums. For instance, at the same 
age a deposit of £55 a year—which would save £8 5s. 
a year in income tax--would secure a 20-year Invest- 
ment Policy for £1,000 plus profits. It is also issued 
at any other age and with payments extending over 
longer or shorter periods. 

The Sun Life of Canada is one of the largest and 
most progressive companies in fhe Empire. Its assets 
are over 423,000,000, 

Write to J. F. Junkin (Manager), Sun Life of Canada, 
119, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C.2, 
for full particulars. 





the trade, and tracers, who at one time hold money 
a like concern in 
the nditions governing the facility with which credit can be obtained 
und the rate of interest charged on loans. From time to time complaint 
has been made that credit has been unduly restricted and that dear money 
ntributed materially to the trade depression from which the 
country is suffering. We cannot form an opinion whether this criticism 
is justified unless we have a clear understanding of our present monetary 

ynditions and of the causes which have given rise to them, and I propose 
onditions, 


xt interest and lend t 


rates h sve cr 


n the fir t place briefly to examine these ¢ 
Treasvry Pout 


After pointing out that bank rate was not effective unless the Bank of 
England had control of its own lending powers, and the conditions wire 
such as to permit of a free market in gold, and that neither of these con- 
existed, Mr. McKenna continued: Stated briefly, the Treasury 
policy declared early last year was, first, to stop further inflation, and then 


gradually to deflate. We must pause at this point to ask what is meant 
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by inflation and deflation. Both terms are used in a variety of meanings, 
but with one idea running through them. Inflation is always associated 
with rising prices, and deflation with falling prices. In the exposition 
of their policy I understand the Treasury to mean by inflation an increase 
of purchasing power relative to the amount of goods available for purchase, 
and by deflation a decrease in purchasing power relative to the amount 
of goods available for purchase. 


Bank Loans. 


First, then, let us consider inflation. An increase of purchasing power 
without any corresponding increase of commodities, or a reduction of 
commodities without any reduction of purchasing power, will each produce 
inflation, which, if expenditure on consumption remains unchanged, will 
be followed by a rise in prices, Purchasing power is increased by additional 
bank loans or advances ; we take the first step towards inflation when a bank 
makes a loan or advance. 

We must be careful here not to jump to a hasty conclusion. When we 
look further into the question we shall find that a serious distinction must 
be drawn between the various purposes for which a bank loan is given. 
The first broad division we must make is between advances required for 
some purpose of trade or manufacture and advances which enable the 
borrower to buy something in order to consume it. Loans required for 
some purpose of trade or manufacture are not usually a cause of inflation. 
When trade is active, loans increase in amount, but so likewise does pro- 
duction, and in a healthy condition of affairs the volume of credit and the 
volume of goods expand together, but not to an extent greater than is 
necessary to satisfy the requirements of the consumers. 

Tue Errecr or War Borrowina. 

And after explaining that good trade might lead on to over-trading and 
speculation, and consequent inflation, and that a high bank rate was the 
obvious and proper instrument for putting an end to inflation due to this 
cause,Mr. McKenna continued; The inevitable borrowing by the Govern 
ment during the War, borrowing on a gigantic scale and almost entirely for 
consumption, compels us to direct our attention to the consequences of 
this class of loan. The total amount raised in this country for the purpose 
of the War was about £5,800,000,000, part lent by the public and part 
by the banks. In my address to you last year I endeavoured to show that 
in the chain of events this borrowing was the primary cause of the great 
inflation which took place. As the loans remained outstanding after the 
commodities bought had been consumed, we reached a true condition of 
inflation, an immense increase of purchasing power relative to the amount 
of commodities available for purchase. 


Prorosep Pouicy or Deriation IMPRACTICABLE. 


Monetary inflation, unlike speculative inflation, is not a temporary 
condition capable of remedy by raising the bank rate and restricting credit. 
Prices in this case are forced up over a protracted period of time, wages and 
contracts of all kinds are adjusted to new price levels, and fresh capital is 
embarked in business on this basis. In circumstances such as these the first 
effect of an attempt to foree down prices by monetary deflation must be 
to cause severe trade depression. A policy of gradual monetary deflation, 
but deflation so guarded as not to interfere with production, is a policy 
impossible of execution. Trade is never good when prices are declining, 
but the consequence of a continuous fall in prices entailed by dear money and 
restriction of credit, and accentuated by heavy taxation, must be complete 
stagnation of business. We have to recognise the fact that trade is carried 
on for profit, and if business men know that loss is inevitable they will 
restrict their activities to the utmost. 

The first effect then of an attempt at monetary deflation of this kind will 
be to arrest business. A fall in wholesale prices will follow, due to goods 
being thrown upon the market by traders who are unable to carry their 
stocks or have failed in business. There will be a diminution in production, 
profits will be greatly lessened, and unemployment will grow. This will in 
turn lead to reduced power on the part of wage-earners to spend on con 
sumption and to a further fall in both wholesale and retail prices. Yet the 
consequences here described can only be the first effects of monetary 
deflation. The volume of purchasing power brought into existence as a 
result of the immense War Loans will not have been diminished and it may 
be expected that this purchasing power will be freely exercised as soon as it 
is believed that prices have touched bottom. A heavy drop ift prices there- 
fore can only be temporary. " 

There is indeed reason to think that a further period of inflation wil 
follow. In consequence of the trade depression there will be a great decline 
in national revenue without any diminution of the permanent liabilities of 
the Government, who will be obliged to increase taxation or to borrow. 
In the present over-burdened condition of the country, however, new taxes 
can only be met by traders borrowing from their banks, and it will follow 
that, whether by the Government or by the taxpayers, recourse will be 
made to bank loans, and credit inflation will ensue. 

If permanent monetary deflation is to be accomplished, it can only be 
by a reduction of the purchasing power brought into existence by the 
great War Loans, a reduction which can only be effected by paying off 
part of the National Debt. But there is no means of doing this by the 
imposition of additional taxation without bringing immediate ruin upon 
our commerce and manufactures, In present circumstances the only source 
from which funds can be obtained for repayment of the National Debt is 
by economy in expenditure, and by this means alone can monetary deflation 
be effected, or even attempted, without permanent injury to our trade. 








———— 
How DerLaTION CAN BE EFFECTED. 


After considering the effect-of monetary deflation to be obtained by a 
high bank rate and a restriction of credit on the burden of the National 
Debt, Mr. McKenna said : It must not be overlooked however that deflation 
ean be obtained in another way. If we increase the commodities available 
for purchase without any increase of purchasing power, we shall deflate 
and prices will fall. Deflation of this kind can be effected without 
producing the evils to which I have just referred. The fall in prices will 
be very gradual, and though a less rate of profit will be made than if prices 
were stable, it will be on a larger quantity, and there can still be room for 
a fair return on capital and a fair reward for labour. This is the kind of 
deflation at which we ought to aim—a deflation which will be brought 
about by a larger supply of the commodities we all need, a greater surplus 
for foreign export, and a larger total of real wealth. 

Our financial policy then should be one which will stimulate production 
and trade. The only condition under which 47 millions of people can 
live in these islands, not merely tolerably, but live at all, is that our output 
should be up to the highest level of our industrial capacity, and that the 
surplus of goods which we do not consume ourselves should be freely 
exchanged for the imported food and raw materials which are essential to 
our existence. 

EvuROPE NEEDS PEACE. 


The economic restoration of Europe should to-day be our first concern, 
If we neglect it our whole foreign trade will contract and decay. The 
commerce of the world must be considered as one vast whole and if a large 
section of it is severed from the rest what remains will be gravely impaired. 
If the broken countries of Europe are not restored even the still solvent 
states will slip one by one into the general ruin. A remedy must be found, 
and found quickly. But what remedy? I do not think there can be 
much doubt as to what Europe needs at the present time. She needs 
peace ; not merely the peace of pacts and treaties, but peace born of the 
spirit of peace, when the nations “ shall beat their swords into ploughshares 
and their spears into pruning hooks.” The Governments of Europe have 
made peace, but they have not yet accepted the conditions of peace. Once 
these conditions are accepted the way will be clear before us. The European 
States will be able to bring their expenditure down to the limits prescribed 
by their revenue ; the issue of paper currency will cease; the exchanges 
will be stable ; confidence will revive, and full employment will follow. 
These are the terms upon which Europe can be restored, and with the 
restoration of Europe will come the revival of our own national prosperity. 

The Report was adopted and the proceedings terminated with a vote of 
thanks to the Chairman. 








Legal News. 


Dissolution. 


Epwarp Eyre Greenwect and Samvet Stacott Hieuam, Solicitors 
(Greenwell, Higham & Co.), 4, Berners-st., Oxford-st., London, 3ist day 
of December, 1920. The said Edward Eyre Greenwell will continue to 
practise at the same address, under the style of “‘ Greenwell & Co.” and will 
admit Osborne Arthur Butcher into partnership as from that date ; the said 
Samuel Stagoll Higham will practise independently at the same address. 
Gazette, February lst. 


Appointments. 

Mr. Grorae O' DonneLn Watton (Attorney-General, British Honduras), 
has been appointed to be the Chief Justice of Grenada. 

Mr. Harry Isaac Wartaker, who became assistant in the Lincoln's Inn 
Library in 1877, and has for many years been assistant librarian, has been 
appointed Librarian in the place of Mr. A. F. G. Etheridge, who died at the 
end of last year. 


General. 

Mr. John Ayrton (76), of Brighouse, Yorks, solicitor, left estate of grow 
value £17,739. 

Lord Parmoor has been elected President of the Peace Society in 
succession to Sir J. P. Fry. 

Dr. William Bentley Purchase has been appointed deputy coroner for 
the Eastern District of London. 

Mr. Henry Bulcraig, J.P., of Rodenhurst-road, Clapham Park, solicitor, 
left estate of gross value £17,519. 

Mr. Alfred Edward Smith, of The Hollies, Nailsworth, Gloucester, 
solicitor, left estate of gross value £12,641. 

Mr. John Daniel Banks, of Salisbury-road, Cressington, Liverpool, and 
of Millbeck, Keswick, solicitor, left estate of gross value £27,324. 

Mr. Henry Gambier Howe, of Sunningdale, Bexley, Kent, and late of 
Leadenhall-street, E.C., solicitor, left estate of gross value £8,622. 

Mr. Charles Milner Atkinson, for 26 years stipendiary magistrate for 
Leeds, of Frognal, Hampstead, left estate of gross value £12,771. 
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Judge Tobin, K.C., who is on circuit as Commissioner of Assize, will 
not resume duty at the Westminster County Court until the end of this 
month. 

Mr, W. G. Austin, formerly Clerk of the Peace for Middlesex and Clerk 
to the Middlesex County Council, died at Shortlands, Kent, last Sunday, 
aged 74. 

Iferd Urban District Council have authorised their surveyor to break 
down barricades erected across two public footpaths on the Ilford portion 
of the L.C.C. housing estate. . 

The death has occurred suddenly at Preston of Mr. T. E. Mansfield, 
who was called to the Bar in 1889, and for many years was one of the 
leaders of the Lancashire Chancery Court. 

Sir David Burnett (Messrs. Edwin Fox, Burnett & Baddeley, Abchurch 
lane , bought in Clifford's Lon, Flect-street, at £55,900, the final bid. As 
it was a Chancery Sale Sir David did not disclose the reserve. 

At the Central Criminai Court last week the Common Serjeant, in passing 
sentence on several young men, said the prisoners had all perjured them 
selves. “It is shocking to me,” he added. “‘ Day after day | sit in this 
qeurt, and prisoners, instead of frankly admitting their guilt—a course 
which always appeals to me—deliberately perjure themselves.” 


The India Office announces :—Lord Reading proposes to embark at 
Marseilles in the P. and O. liner Kaisar-i-Hind on 19th March. He will 
land in Bombay on the morning of 2nd April, and will there take over 
the office of Viceroy and Governor-General of India from Lord Chelmsford, 
who will leave Bombay by the P. and O. liner Kalyan on the same evening. 


At the special request of the Anglo-American Society, Lord Bryce, O.M., 
has consented to give a general inaugural lecture, under the Watson 
Foundation, in London during the coming summer. This will be followed 
by a course of lectures by a prominent American in the autumn, details 
of which will be announced later. The gift by Sir George Watson, Bt., 
of £20,000 for the foundation of a Chair in American history, literature, 
and institutions was announced in The J'imes on Sth December, 1919. 
Lectures are to be given by eminent British and American authorities at 
the various British universities in rotation. 

At Flintshire Assizes at Mold on Tuesday, before Mr. Justice Lush and 
a jury which included four women, Ellen Jane Jones, 24, farm servant, 
asingle woman, was found guilty of the wilful murder of ber nine-months-old 
wn by drowning him in a stream, and was sentenced to death. The 
prisoner's only statement, mad to the police, was, “I do not know what 
made me do it.” She never spoke throughout the hearing. The judge 
said he would forward the jury's strong recommendation for mercy to the 
Home Secretary. This was the first occasion for generations on which 
the death sentence had been passed in Flintshire. 

The Board of Trade (Licensing Section) announces that as from Ist 
February the restrictions on the export of dyes, dyestuffs, and intermediates 
will be removed. The Board of Trade recently announced, as reported in 
The Times of 22nd January, its readiness to grant export licences for 
reasonable quantities of practically all dyestuffs and intermediates, except 
benzol, to firms who have the material in stock, without requiring the 
manufacturer's certificate which had previously been necessary. It was 
then understood that the new regulation was an experiment and that its 
continuance would be conditional on supplies for the home market being 
adequately maintained. 


At Leicester Assizes on 28th January three women jurors were challenged 
by Mr. Sanderson, counsel for the defence in a case of alleged rape. In 
reply to Mr. Justice McCardie, counsel said his reason was that a case 
of this kind should be tried by a jury of cither all men or all women, 
preferably men. There were unpleasant details which could not be frankly 
discussed by a mixed jury. His lordship said that although it was not 
hecessary to state the grounds for a challenge in a case of felony, he was 
glad counsel had done so, Women jurors must retire, but there was no 
reflection as to their capacity. He thought the time near when 
Parliament must consider whether a mixed jury was the best tribunal 
to try a case where, if a proper decision were to be arrived at, there was 
involved full and frank discussion of many intimate sexual details. His 
lordship assured the women that there was no other ground for objectins 
to them. 


was 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPBAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
OTA. No. 1. EVE. PETERSON 
7 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Church 
x Church Bloxam Church Goldschmidt 
9 Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Church 
10 Bloxam Jolly Church Goldschmidt 
Synge tioldschinidt Goldschmidt Church 
Jolly Church Church Goldschmidt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT RUSSELL. ASTBURY. P.O, LAWRENCE. 
Mr. Bloxam Mr. Borrer Mr. Jolly Mr. Synge 
Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Bloxam Borrer Jolly Svnge 
Korrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
Bloxam Borrer Jolly Synge 
Bloxam Synge Jolly 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Cazett PURSDAY, Jan 


on or before Feb. 24, to send in their names 
or claims, to Alexander William Calvert 


HALL, HAL Co. Lrp.—'reditors are required 
with particulars of their debts 
rithebarn-st., Preston, liquidator 

DANIELS & Co. Lop. —reditors are required, on or before Fel 
amidresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
4, Charterhouse-sq., E.C.1, liquidators 

PALAck THEATRE (Barrow) Co, Lrp.—reditors are required 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to W 
16, Cornwallis-st., Barrow-in-Furness, liquidator 

BUTLER GRreEN Corton Spivnine Co. Lrp., Samugn. Haeur & Co. Lrp., IMPRRIAL MILL 
(BLACKBURN) Lrp., Orme Rive Mint Lrp., Wititam Taytor Ltp.—reditors are 
required, on or before Feb. 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to William Wallace Brierley or Eric Brierley, 24, Chegg-st., 
Oldham, liquidator 

NICHOLLS & HURNDALL Ltp.—4‘reditors are re 
of their debts or claims to Charles Somerset Swiney Cowper and Harry 
Walbrook, E.t liquidator 


28, to 8 


ud their names and 
to Ebenezer Henry Hawkins, 
on or before Feb. 25, to send 
Gi, Pearson, 


juired, on or before Fel. 0, to scad particulars 


heasiey, 4, 


London tt PRIDAY, Ja 


nd their names and 
Howell and Walter 


(3 TRANSPORT LTI 
addresses, with particulars of their debts or 
Ewart Viney, 68, Coleman-t., Et 

(UTES Lrp. —Creditor are required, on or before Feb. 21, to 
and the particulars of their debts or to Ernest Charles Cox 
Cardiff, liquidator 

Prixces Avrocak Co. Ltp.4‘reditors are required, on or before Feb, 24, to send in ther 

addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, te Oliver Sunderland, 

, KA liquidator 

MORTIMER LTD.—4 reditors are required, on or before Mar. 51 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Tuned be liquidator 

STEEL (SHEFFIELD) LTp. —Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 11 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Turner 
Sheffield, liquidator 

BLACKPooL Wrrentna Waves Lip (reditors are required, on or before Mar. 0 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Geo. H 
P.C.1S., Capel-house, 62, New Broad-st., Kt liquidator 

NILE SPINNING & Doveiise Co. Lap. reditors are required, on or before Mar. 3, to send 
their names and addre ‘and th of their debts or claims, to Ernest Bishop, 
106, Jermyn-st., 8.W., liquidator 

rue Mirror LAUNDRY (MANCHESTER) LTD. — reditors are required 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim 
37, Cross-t., Manchester, liquidator 

Hurr Ltp. Creditors are required 
ond the particulars of their debts or claim 
liquidator 

THe WoOLSTANTON ( 
to send their name 
Paterson Lrodik 


Creditors are required, on or before Ma li. tos 
laims, to John Gwvoan 
liquidator 

ond their names and addresses, 


laine 20, West Bute-st., 


to send their names and 


Ciough, 267-8, Castle-at 


to send in their names 
155, Norfotk-at., 


to send 
Johnson, 
particulars 


forthwith to send thetr 
to Ronald Dryden, 


snd addresses, 


S.W.1, 


on or before Feb. 0. to send their names 
to David Hart, 12, Regent-st 


INSERVATIVE Co. LOD ('reditors are required, on or before Feb. 15, 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Burslem, liquidator i 





THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


CREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON W.C.1. 


ENGLAND’S GREATEST ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN. 


MUHE need for greater etfort to counterbalance the 

drain of War upon the manhood of the Nation, 
by saving infant life for the future welfare of the 
British Empire, compels the Committee of The Hospital 
for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, London, W.C.1, 
to plead most earnestly for increased support for the 
National work this Hospital is performing in the 
preservation of child life. 





The children of the Nation can truthfully be said to 
be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet the 
mortality among babies is still appalling. 


por 68 years this Hospital has been the means of 

saving or restoring the lives and health of hundreds 
of thousands of Children, and of instructing Mothers in 
the knowledge of looking after their children. 


£15,000 has to be 
to keep the Hospital 


raised every year 
out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application to 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Se retary. 
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A. W. Toy & Co. Lap. —Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 25, to send their names and PURVES, URCILIA, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Feb. 25. H. E. Richardson & Elder, Newcastle. Ba 
addresses, and the particulars of their delts and claims, to Mr. A. A. Yeatman, 2 Coleman- upon-Tyne 
st., B.C.2, liquidator Reap, Henry CHARLES, Leytonstone Feb. 28. Attwater & Liell, Bishopsgate, E.C.2 
ELECTRO CHEMICAL DEVELOPMENTS LtD.—4 reditors are required, on or before Mar. 1, to send Russett, Joun Henry, Bishopsworth, Somerset, Farmer. Feb. 25. Evans & Taylor 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Falgar Arthur Bristol 
Asheroft, 65, London Wall, F.C... liquidator SimMAN, ZiLvau, Harcourt, Oxfordshire. Mar.31. Dlandy & Blandy, Reading 
}. Kipmroven & Sos, Lrp.— Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 1, to send their names SMiTH, Sanat Jane, Edgbaston, Birmingham. Mar. 1. Pepper, Tangye & Winterton, 
and address ond the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Thomas Butter- sirtuingham ; 
field, 0, Market-st., Bradford, liquidator Spencer, George Hersert, Farnworth, ur. Bolton, Surgeon. Feb. 28. Fullagar, Hulton, 
E. Bb. Witis Urp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb. 15, to send their names and Bailey & Co., Bolton Beates, J) 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edwin Barling Wills, Caxton Sumsion, CAROLINE, Combe Down, Bath. Mar. 51 W. T. Chesterman & Sons, Bath Pet. Ja 
Howe, Edgware, liquidator rertow, Henry, Hale, Chester, Manufacturer. Feb, 22. Thistlethwaite & Brownsword, NETT, | 
CAMPBELL, SAGAR & Co. Lap. —Creditor are rr dd. on or before Feb. 28, to send in their Manchester 
names and address with particulars of icbts or claims, to Simeon Mills, 41, WEARING, ALBERT Gronce, Stamford Hill. Feb. 28. Syrett & Sons, Finsbury-pavement Cuustiz, E 
Roch-st., Rochdale, liquidator B.C.2 
INLAND TRANSPORT & Marine INsv Rance Co. Lorp.— Creditors are required, on or before Ween, Renecca Morris, Sydenham. Mar. 25. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett & Michelmore, 
Feb. 25, to send in their names and address with particulars of their debts or claims Bloomsbury-sq., W.C.1 : 
to Charles Arthur Neal, 7, Tithebarn-st., Liverpool, liquidator WILKs, Henny, York, Bootmaker. Feb. 28. E. J. & A. Peters, York 
Tae Servick GARAGE (LEAMINGTON) Lrp.— Creditors are required, on or before Mar. 25, to enden Gastite _ Is oR : ot 
cond their names and address und the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Awonms. MARY I ey an ge Hy af F Slivester Goole, Yorks —. 
Kalward Rider, 115, Colmore-row, Birmingham, lquidator BENETT, KATHERINE MARY, Southsea. Mar. 14. Bennett & Ferris, Coleman-st., B.C.2 Gums. J 
dale 
















- BEVAN, DANIEL, Swansea, Coal Merchant. Mar.2. Davies, Ingram & Harvey, Swansea 
° F ye . r — Deuce, COLONEL ANDREW McCRAE, Pontax, Jersey Mar. 14. Bennett & Ferris, Coleman- 
Resolutions for Winding-up Volunfarily. soe Rmos, Bs 
azette rvespay, Jan. 25 BbuppEs, Grorer, Oxford, Innkeeper. Feb. 17. Stockton, Sons & Fortescue, Banbury HUTCHINSO: 
American Motors 1 Grindellmatograph Syndicate Ltd BuLLAss, THOMPSON, Goole, Yorks. Mar. 1 W. 'T. Silvester, Goole, Yorks HARRY 
rhorp & Co. (Po ‘ td Poel-Conner Telephone Works Ltd BURTON, CATHARINA SopHia, Overnoons, nr. Petworth. Mar. 1. Johnson & Clarence, Jan. 19 
, ; “ at. Sussex 
Murgatrovd (Mradford Rio Branco Development Co, Ltd Midhur ‘ Jacons, Jot 
White Bro = ' H. Hirkett Ltd I Carper, James, Ellerton Wood, nr. Cheswardine, Farmer. Mar. tl. Liddle & Heane, High € 
J. G. Hammond & Co " lhe Harewood Shoe Co. Ltd Newport, Salop Juxs, Gre 
G. W. Gregory Ltd Business Newspapers Ltd CARR, CRCILIA Loursa, Landore, Swansea. Feb. 28. F. Poole Wood, Swansea Bromw 
Rawdwin Syndicate Lt Hlofeld Baenwiman & Co. Lid CARRUTHERS, JANE ANN, Gateshead, Durham. Mar. 10. H. & A. Swinburne, Gateshead, Jomas, 81 
Chesters. Sant & Co. Lt Ironghit Son & Richardson Lid Durham Jan. 18 
Central England Motors Lt M. Martin Ltd Carter, Mary, Harlesden Feb. 2 Potter, Sandford & Kelvington, Queen Victoria-st KEYWARD 
ingly Bod y , 
Oldham Rope & Twine Co Evans & Williams Ltd : ’ ' Brightc 
Anglo ‘alifornian Ol Syndicate Lt The Quadrant Insurance Co. Lid (LARKE, EMILY, Hove Feb. 28 EK. J. Neale & Watts, Quadrant, Brighton LANQUINE, 
Cambridge Engineering & Motor ¢ Spiby Ltd CLAY, CECLL JALLAND PaGe, Babbacombe, Torquay Feb, 28. F. H. Ranmeden & Co, Court. 
Harwood) Ltd Timber Trade Serviees Ltd Gracechurch-st., B.C.3 
Dolls Supplies Ltd tobson. Baty & Co. Ltd Conn, EDWARD FRANCIS, Romford. Feb. 14. Mullis & Peake, Romford _ Ne 
Dowlais Constitutional Club Bt . " Matthew Jones & Co. Ltd Copr-PRroctor, CHARLES WILLIAM, Bristol Feb. 28. Dymond, Findeisen & TosWwill, lock, Her 
Lid lorqua a: 
FRIDAY, Jan, 25 CORNELL, CHARLES JouS, Brixton. Mar. 8. Pearce & Sons, West Smithfield, B.C! 
rhe Pione , A} Transport Ltd DONNAN, WILLIAM, Bombay, India, Feb. 24. Kitsons, Hutchings, Easterbrook & Co. Pet. Jai 
A.W. Toy Acera (West Afriea) Syndicate Ltd Forquay : Moork, CH 
i. Power & ‘ James Fairhurst Lid Epwakps, Frepertck, Tufnell Park, Solicitor’s Clerk. Feb. 25. Tylee & Co., Exsext., 
Huff td Princes Autocar Co, Ltd W.C2 : 
Uirenville United Mines I.td john W. Hill Ltd ELLIoTT, ROBERT SPENCER, Derby. Mar. 24. Randolph, Eddowes, Prentice & Douglas 7 
’ Derby ' 
The Commercial Kay my j ) Liverpool & District Shipping Butcher : Perk, Jon 
— . tosnsintion Lad ' PAKMILOK, JAMES MEAKIN, West Hampstead. Mar. 8. Boulton, Sons & Sandeman, 7 
Carson & Bradbury Ltd rhe Hanger Motor Co. Ltd Clerkenwell, E.¢ 
See Mussber Steam Tou Lowk (South) Ltd FikLD, EDWARD, Bedminster, House Furnisher. Feb. 28. Evans & Taylor, Bristol Pet. Ja’ 
Steel (Sheffield) Ltd Lawk Ltd FOWLER, JOHN KERSLEY HENRY, Aylesbury, Wine Merchant. Feb. 26. Parrott & Coales, Row.ey, Et 
, Aviesbury . 
KB. HW. Wrigglesworth Ltd tiilwen Motor & Engineering Co. Ltd . High © 
Hill Brothers (Mant ; wtur British American Radiator Co. Ltd PURLEY, REVEREND HENRY, Southborough, Kent, Clerk. Feb. 28. Hallett, Creery & Co, Sal, ALFR' 
E. B. Wills Ltd ) A. Chell Ltd Ashford, Kent 
The British Trawling Co. Lt Monitor Produce Lod PURLEY, Sin JouN, South Kensington. Feb. 28, Hallett, Creery & Co., Ashford, Kent fcorr, Ron 
Auten Ltd. Hall & Smith Lid GILL, WILLIAM, Wisbech, Cambridge Feb. 18 Fraser & Woodgate, Wisbech Sunder. 
Campbell, Sagar & Co, Ltd (Castle & Ball Brewery Lid (LASS, ELIZABETH JANE, Bristol. Mar. 1. F. E. Metcalfe, Bristol Har 
Kdward Brothers Lad « & Co. Ltd Goo bEVE, Kopert Newby, Tiddington, Warwick. Feb. 28. J. R. Phillips, Stratford- 
Service Garage Ltd on-Avon Tak PRINT: 
(;RESHAM, WILLIAM Foster, Clacton-on-Sea. Mar. 1. (©. E. Gresham, Harcourt-bidgs., Pet. De 
remple, B4 
‘ ° Se T . ‘ (RIMES, WILLIAM, Dublin, Merchant. Mar. 14. Ryley, Alcock & Anderson, Liverpool 
Teditors Notices. HALL, FREDERICK, West Hartlepool, Newsagent. Feb. 11. W. Sutton, Neweastle-on-Tyne. Wensrer, | 
HALLIWELL, WILLIAM, Tynemouth. Feb. 25. J. A. Hughes & Co., Barry, Glam 
T ) yr: a. Hovsox, Epwarp Henry, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Papier Mache Manufacturer. Mar. 1. ] 
.T r 322 . ‘¢ ? 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. Cap. 35. Leonard Gocher, Birmingham. : 
LAST DAY oF CLA JeeFREYS, WALTER POWELL, Ludlow. Mar. 1. D. T. M. Jones, Llandovery Was & © 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Jan. 25 KeMMis, ANNE JANe& Lorerra, Milhurst. Mar. lt. Johnson & Clarence, Midhurst, ¥ ! 
19. Rowley, Chatwin & Emerson ~ Sussex ; Wison, Cu. 
LATHBURY, JoHN, Burton-on-Trent. Feb. 22. Ormsby Taylor, Burton-on-Trent Kingsto 
Banvens, THOMAS Frepenick, Stamford Hill eb, 28. Jackson & Jackson, South-aq., MACPADYEN, Mrs. LILIAN Maria, Monkseaton, Feb. 24. John F. Stewart, Newcastle-upon- ‘ 
Gray's Ton Pyne Pet. De 
Best, Norrys Dewes, Handsworth, Birmingham. Mar. 1. Pepper, Tangye & Winterton | MACKAY, Donatp, Hereford. Mar. 12. Leighton & Savory, Camy-st., W.C.2 Yarpiey, H 
Mce?@ourt, THOMAS, Whitehaven. Feb. 12. Wood, Lord & Sumner, Whitehaven Pet. Jan 
MILLER, Evst#, Brondesbury. Mar. | Logette & Bonnett, Lincoln's lnn-flelds, W.C.2 
Moore, ELLEN, Windsor Feb. 28. Durnford & Gale, Windsor 
pool Mar. 1. Willlam BE. Gregson, Liverpool NASH, REVEREND CANON ADAM JAMES GLENDINNING, Regent’s-park, N.W. Mar. 10. CaRTWRIGHT 
hite & Leonard. Ludgate Cireus, E.C4 Murray, Hutchins & Co., Birchin-la., E.C.3 Harroga 
NATTRASS, GEORGIANA SUSAN, Leamington. Feb. 21. McKenzie, Kidson & Shaw, Sunder- 
land 
PARKES, ALBERT WILLIAM, Tilshead House, Wilts, Racehorse Trainer. Feb. 21. Trethowan 
€ Vincent, Salisbury 
PERRINS, MARY ANN, Worcester. Mar. 5. F. Ronald Jeffery, Worcester 
PoPKIN, JESSIE MIRIAM, Piccadilly Feb. 25. Alfred Neale, Queen Victoria-st.. BCA 
CHESTERMAN, EZEKIEL JAMES, Sheffield, Mar. 25. W. 'T. Chesterman & Sons, Bath PRESTON, WILLIAM, Ashton-on-Ribble, in Preston, Mar. 1. Forshaw, Parker & Co, 1s 
mevirr, Keverenp Ricvany WILLIAM Peery, Brixham. Feb. 21. Wilson, Wright Preston, Lancs 
Davies & Karle, Manchester ReEVES, ELLEN BUCKINGHAM, Brondesbury. Mar. | Dodd & Blaker, Pall Mall Coventr 
Corron, Many ANN, Cambrida Fel )  Sterndale Burrows, Cambridge KiMMERK, Mkts. MARY ELLEN, Southport. Feb. 24. Brown, Brown & Quayle, Southport Smithfor 
Coven. DANIEL. Tiverton. Feb. 28 Arthur Fisher & Co.. Tiverton Row pen, WILLIAM, Northampton, Surgical Instrument Maker. Mar. 5. Dennis, Fanlkner 
CROSLAND, EDWARD land, York Innkeeper b. 28. David Garsed, Southgat: & Alsop Northampton = 
Elland SCHOFIELD, THOMAS, Hyde, Chester, Farmer. Feb, 28. Geo. Hy. Bardsley, Ashton-under- [= 
D'Agru, Lewis Narneroven Hreoues, Mark Cro c Mar Royds, Rawstorne « Lyne 
Co. Bedford-sq., W.C.1 ; “  ScHRODER, ADOLF, Welling, Kent. Feb. 28. H. B. Thomas & Co., Woolwich 
INXON, STEWART CHARLES, Bournemouth West Lindsay, Greenfield & Mason SHIELDS, JouN, Cricklewood, Doctor of Science. Feb. 28. Potter, Sandford & Kilvington, 
lronmonger-la., F.C.2 Queen Victoria-st., B.¢ 
EVANS, NATHANIEL JOHN, Chemist, Southampton-row 2 ord. Llovd & Co SIMPSON, OSWALD, Cheltenham. Mar. 1. Vorshaw, Parker & Co., Preston, Lanes 
Wel STONK, CLAUDE WALDEGRAVE, Droitwich. Mar. 1Z. PF. Ronald Jeffery, Worcester 
PHACKER, MARY ELIZABETH, Leicester. Mar. 1 roller, Burgess & Pochin, Leicester 
WALLER, EvWARD JOHN, Woodford, Essex Feb. 28. Crossfield, Cushing & Wheldon, 
Hackney-rd 
WARWICK, KaTEe, West Byfleet, Surrey Mar. 14. Percy Umney & Scorer, Richmond, 
Surrey 
YaATeSs, CHARLES, Rufford, Farmer. Feb. 24 Brighouse, Jones & Co., Ormskirk 
YouNs, COLONEL Grorge Gorvos, Kensington, W. Mar. 14. Baileys, Shaw & Gillett, 
Berners-st., W.1 





( 





BAILey JosEru ‘ ton, Birmingham. | 
Birmingham 





Birminghar 

BLewirT, Grack, Chorleywood, Hert Mar Sedewick, Turner, Sworder & Wilson 
Watford, Herts 

HoLLANS, Ronket WATTS, Stoneveroft, I t 

Book eR, CHARLES, Plumstead Feb, 28 Ww 

BcuRNHaM, Lovisa, Cogenhoer, Northampton Feb. 14 Burnham, Son & Lewin, Wellin 
borough 

CALANTAR, Dt JOHANN AVETICIAN, U\xbridge-rd W Mar. 16. MeKenna & Co 
Vasinghall-st.. B.A 

CARLYON, WINSTANLEY SIMMONS, Vealnipton, Devo Feb. 20.) Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 

CHApwick, James, Halifax, Dyer Labourer Feb, 25 Lewis 1. Dev. Halifax 





Doomesbury -sq 

EVELBIGH, CHARLES JouN Davy, Park-sq., N.W Mar. | tundle & Hobrow, lronmonger 
la 2 

FaveserT, Erne. Mary, Amberst-rd., London Mar. 1 Finch, Jennings & Tree, Gray 
Inn-aq 

Fintu, Joun Epwiy, Leed Mar. 12. Nelson, Kddisons & Lupton, Leeds 

GiOGHAN, RUPERT CHARLES, Walthamstow, Feb. 28. G. C. Clarke, Giray’s Inn, W.C.1 

Haire, Peacy oe Haga, Villetranche Sur Mer, France Feb, 28 Chas. Humphries & Co 
Basinghall-st., BA 

HAMBLY, JAMES ALFRED, Leytonstone, Kasex hel , Attwater & Liell, Bishopagat: 

ce 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy 


uNG ‘ ay D 5 | i N hour tive Fl joke . A : 
em LANCELOT ADbWON, Burghclare, ns : Mar. 1. Rye & Eyre, Goklen-sq Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property 


Houner, James, Leeds. Feb. 21. T. W. Weldor ' is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 


Hvuppaxr, ELIZAnerTH, Walton, I verpool. Feb, t iabb, Price & Fisher, Abergavenny. suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED),. 


saacs, Isaac, New Oxford-st., W il 30 illey & Mitehell, Bedford-row #* OK ere ' Cf 
Isaacs, ISAA w Oxford April 3 & Mitchell, Bedford-row, W.C.1 26, King Street, Govent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers and 


LEMOINE, (LAUDE MELVIN, Toronto, Canada Feb. 28 Fladgate & Co., Pall Mall 
MEREDITH, CHARLES, Brighton. Mar. 8. A. H, O'Brven-Taylor, King-st.. E.C.2 chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert 
Muws MARY ANN Euizauern, Blyth, Feb. 8 Lynn & Rutherford, Blyth Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
MIDGLEY, SARAH ANS, Halifax. Feb. 25. Lewis I. Dey, Halifax yur . J l ; 1 

. — irpose. Jewels, slate urs re , A ar brie-a-brac< 
O'Brien, ELganon, Kensington. Mar. 5. Withers, Bensons, Currie, Williams & Co f i I ®, fur » furniture, works of art, br “ 


Arundel-st., W.C.2 ' ’ a speciality. —Apvr. } bs 
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CRABTREE, WILLIAM Enpwakp, Leeds, Shoddy Manufacturer, Pexk, Jony, Wigan, Lan Coal Agent Wigan. Pet 


T . ‘ 
“ae | *ES . “% ; t j Ord. J i 
ankruptcy Notices. Leeds. Jan. 3i at Il. Off. RK Bond Lewd an. I rd. Jan 
Y De Mancna, Ricarpo Arturo, De Mascoua, Jose Magia, PHILLIPS, Lovts, Shepherd's Bush, Manufacturer, Great 
and CaZeavx, RayMonD Jerome, Old Broad-st., HM Yarmouth. Pet. Dec, 22, Ord. Jan. 18 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 21 Merchants. High Cour Jan. 31 at 12. Bankruptcy- ROWLEY, Exvest, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Export Merchant 
bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 High Court Pet. Jan. 18 Ord. Jan. 18 
RECEIVING ORDERS. D'Orsy, Tak Marguts Lovis pe TouNNay, St. John’s Wood, Scott, Robert Thompson MoCres, Sunderland, Durham, 
': _R —— , , N.W. High Court. Feb. 1 at Li Kankruptcy-bhigs Grocer. Sunderland. Pet. Jan. 14. Ord. Jan. 14 
a a ett Gen hen saietedine High Carey-st.. W.C.2 SHAW, HARRY turnley, Cotton Dealer Burnley Pet 
« 4 ‘ 4 we 
. . , EDMONDS ALFRED CLEMENT, Ladywoold, Birminghan Jan. 15. Ord. Jan. 15 
“ : akefle t » akefie : 
— ~" a eee, © _ id, Stationer. Wakefield Provision Merchants’ Agent. Birmingham 7 SUMERAY, SYDNRY Istpoke, Holborn, Wholesale Jeweller 
"E (x as ' g at 11.30. Ruskin-chmbrs., Corporation-st., Birminghan High Court. Pet. Jan. 14. Ord. Jan. 17 
‘, Park St. James gh Court a I 
SS oe eg famess, High _ GILL, HERBERT, Sheffield Motor Engineer Sheffield, VAUGHAN JOuN Swansea tieneral Dealer Swansea 
mo —- » . Jan. 28 at 12. Off. Ree., Figtree-la., Sheffield Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan, 18 
Curis "R LESLIE Lb 2 ta, Butche Notting 
— --¥ Bs . oo Notts, Butcher on Heron, BERTRAM DovGtas, Houghton-le-Spring, Durham Wenerer, WILFait l is, Carting Agent Leeds Pet 
, an cag 1 1, . : Ww Butcher. Durham. Feb. 2 at 3. Off, Re Manor-pl Jan. | Oni. Jan. 17 
: 7 ‘ : UNN t. Jc a We ? , 
oe er wg ty sy ] “hed way on Sunderland Wenster, HAROLD GroRGE Teignmouth, Photographer 
- ' - , 7. 7 . Hewitt, Wiouik, Immingham, Grocer. Great Grimaby Exeter. Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 
» Me acture , z . 
a ~Y — —- - fanufacturer. Norwich Jan. 20 at 1! Off. Rec., St. Mary’s-chmbrs., Great WILSON, CHarurs, Tipthorpe, Rast Riding, Farm Labourer 
4 e ae ‘ 
. a > Grimsby Kingston-upon-Hull Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 10 
} Z t rive 
-_——— —_ a —— h, Motor Driver JOHNSON, FRED, Midhurst, Sussex, Bootmaker Brighton YARDLEY, HARRY, Coventry, Button Manufacturer. Coventry 
‘ 7 Ws 7 - 
. ’ Jan. 31 at 2.30. Off. Ree., Mariborough-pl., Brighton Pet. Jan. 13 Ord. Jan. 17 
1 : y “hdale © Deale < , , . 
a ss xn vow oa nom Kerroot, JoHN RicHarp, Grindleford, Derby Derby Amended Notice substituted for that appearing in the 
ed oa , Feb. 2 at 11.30. Off. Rec., Castle-pl., Nottingham London Gazette of Jan. 14, 1921 
3 : »” LAS, ght le-Spring, Durham 
<< oy my Pet . ' 13 Ond 2 _. MACKENZIE, DONALD, and REAVEY, FRANK PerTer, Fleet-st CARTWRIGHT, JOHN HENRY, Stutton, Farmer. Harrogate 
: are a a, am E.C.4. High Court. Jan, 31 at 12. Bankruptey Pet. 11. Ord. Jan. 11 
’ 5 ts K 
Hvrcutnson Horace, Basford, Not and NEEDHAM ite. Conrad. WS Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


r, Joiners. Nottingham. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord & 
— ‘ —s ‘ Moore, Henry Perrit, Sunderland, Dentist. Sunderland London Gazette of Jan. 18, 1021 


. ; ; , Feb. 2 at 2.30, Off. Rec., 3, Manor-pl., Sunderland VINCENT ANDREW WILLIAM, Ringwood, Hants, Timber 
d ALFRE srixts Hl, ¢ ercial Travellert b dl 
og ote a a oy vt MoOXkY, CHARLES WILLIAM, Coventry, Tailor. Coventry Haulier, Salisbury. Pet. Jan. 12. Ord. Jan. 12 


Jexs, Grornae Henry, West Bromwich, Grocer. Weat Jan. 31 at 12. Off. Rec., The Barracks, Smithford-st., 


Coventry 
Bromwich. Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 . : 
Jomas, StmgoN, Baxenden, Agent. Manchester. Pet OspoRNE, HowaRp Watter, Selly Park, Birmingham RECEIVING ORDERS 


Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 ——— — a mt. : - at 11.30 
Kexwarp, Rowand, Uckfield, Sussex, Journeyman . USKIN-ChmMbrs., COTporation-st., rmingham 
Des . ‘ ‘ ROWLEY, ERNEST, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Export Merchant 
Brighton. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 —— Cat 3 ah weal bh 
Lanquine, CAMILLE, Copthall-bldgs., Merchant. High ; ~-J - “ —"  ™ » Bankruptcy-bidgs Pet. Jen. 22. Ord, Jan, 22 
Court. Pet. Nov. 10. Ord. Jan. 19 ey oes * . . “ 7 , 
es — “ee CR ao re ‘ol, | SCOTT ROBERT THOMPSON, McCRER, Sunderland, Grocer, DAV! HARRY TANLEY, Kast Retford, Notta, Poultry 
RcKR, BAJO y os po erpoo Sunderland. Feb. 1 at 2.30. Off. R 3, Manor-pl Appliance Maker. Lincoln. Pet. Jan. 19. Ond. Jan, 19 
Pet. Nov. 24. Ord. Jan. 1¢ » " Davies, Jous~ Apert, Liandilo, Builder. Carmarthen 
lock, HERBERT JAMES, Marwood, Devonshire, Farmer Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 
Barnstaple. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord. Jan. 18 . DENLEY, JAMES SHERRED, Cheltenham, Electrician, Chelten- 
Mancua & Co., Old Broad-st., E.C., Merchants. High Court ham. Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 
Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 17. 3) GLADWIN, JOHN WILLIAM, Meersbrook, Shefficld, Electrical 
Moonk, CHARLES STANLEY, East Finchley, Smith sarnet Engineer. Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 
Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18.) Hart, Exxest, South Rushden, and Hart, BERNARD, Boot 
Osborne, HowarRp Watrer, Birmingham, Accountant Manufacturers. Northampton. Pet. Jan, 20. Ord 
Clerk. Birmingham. Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 ‘ob . ’ Oo . The B >”) . 2 
PENK, JOHN, Wigan, Lanes, Coal Agent Wigan Pet . = Aes = - — CREE, SNE Hat OLD REGINALD, Caterham, Puilder Croydon 
Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17. OVERTEY >» »~” 
Rosinson, James, Burnley, Merchant Tailor. Burnley can. 58, Ces. Jon. $3 
oe ’ ae ‘ _ ION Hvones, Davin, Collie ’ont vy pridk et. . ) 0 
Set, Son. 15. Ord. Jan. 15. ADJUDICATIONS I om, _ tp, Collier Pontypridd. I Jan, 21 rd 
', RRNESE, : >, Suaeee, By _ ‘| BRALES, James WILLIAM, Outwood, nr akefleld, Stationer| LEADER, RED, arrow-in- Furness, allor tarrow-in 
RowLey, Ernest, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Export Merchant.) p j Ww i W | i B j Lail | 
High Court. Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 ooh _ . , 4 , , 
F "8. Prest Prest Pet. D 3 Wakefield Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 Furness Pet. Jan. 21 Ord. Jan. 21 
ag tem —_— » STONES, SS. Ft ec. 31. Beawey, CHARLES EDWARD, Snow-hill, Photo Frame Manu ee, WALTER, Sunbury-on-Thames, Kingston. Pet. Nov, 
. — a & facturer. High Court. Pet. Oct. 25 Ord. Jan. 19 15. Ord. Jan, 20 
Scort, ROBERT THOMPSON MoCRER, Sunderland, Grocer. (ypigpie, HORACE LESLIE CARL, Notts, Butcher. Notting. MACKINDER, JOHN GRORGR Horncastle, General Dealer, 
ay . et . ; ~ - re . i oe ham. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 Lineoln Pet, Jan. 17. Ord. Jan, 17 
_% a bed en 15 —- oe — *".| De MANCHA, RICARDO ARTURO, DE MANCHA, Jose Mania,’ NICURRZO8, PANAYOTIS, Marylebone, Shipbroker. High 
. » Jf 0 
i en” eee . . . and CAzeaux, Raymond Jerome, Old Broad-st Court. Pet. Dee. 15. Ord. Jan. 19 
ony ow - — » EC4. High Court Merchants. High Court Pet. Jan. 10. Ord. Jan. 18, O'Rourke, Hveuw, Hampstead, Priest High Court Pet 
Dieoerase se i le siggy eae 1 Deal . ‘a. Pet  PARLY, CHARLES Evwarp, Sydenham, 8.E., and Cou Dee. 16. Ord. Jan. 19 
AUGHAN, JOHN, Swansea, (ienera oat. Owaneee ; HARRY NEVILLE, Norwood, Manufacturing Upholsterers PARRY, SARAH ANNIB, Shrewsbury, Milliner Shrewsbury 
Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 > " ) , 
Ww Ww Leed Cart sand — Pet Croydon Pet. Jan. 4 Ord. Jan. 15 Pet. Jan. 21 Ord. Jan. 21 
—_. ae, ioe arting Agen #OUS . EDMON Ds ALFRED CLEMENT, Birmingham Provision PrRAKER, HereERT..Wadworth, nr. Doncaster, Farm Labourer. 
> ae < - — Merchants’ ent. Birt ham. Pet > On Sheffiek et. Jan. 19. Ord. J 10 
Wenster, HakoLp GrorGr, Teignmouth, Photographer = 19. _ ieee ” PEAKR, wenmas ANDERSON "Victoria st. High Court 
Exeter. Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 Pen l . , ~ . 
. > GARDNER, t SDWARD d out Mot« drive et. Dec. 2 Ord. Js »“) 
‘= . - ‘oni 3 ~—* — Ce os i Truro ee - rr “Ord — i7 a i Kr a rae » Wit ian Kast , tford, Licensed Victualler 
aC. © ra. 2an. 10 Heron, BERT d0UG yur sutche Ty Linecol ot. J ” oO LF ") 
Wilson, CHARLES, Tibthorpe, East Riding, Farm Labourer ™ Pet — 3, Ord jon. ‘5 een eee open, ri “A Wit uM. K ‘ght “Mason, Bradford 
w: gg eg Pet a = = ry - . HvuTcHinson, Horace. Basford, Notts. and Neepwaw Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 20 
7... Od ~y™ mborne, Worse oon Harry, Joiners. Nottingham. Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. StppaLL, CHARLES Wintiam, Bridlington, Farmer. Sear- 
Cc . 
A de ‘ Jan. 19 horomgh. Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 20 
oy 5 -m Sane. ir Manufacturer, Coventry Jinks, George Henry, West Bromwich, Grocer Wea; Saunders, Henry Seymour, Peverell, Devonshire, Farm 
PR souk aN ite pee sitet i f that blished the Bromwich Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 \Axistant Exeter Pet. Jan. 21 Ord. Jan. 21 
led Notice substituted for that published in the KENWARD, ROWLAND, Uckfield, Journeyman. Brighton.) STacry Harry, Maidenhead, Dredger Windsor. Pet 
London Gazette of Jan, 14, 1921 Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 Dec. 17. Ord. Jan. 21 
ag —— Cag te whee * on Farmer.! Lyon, LAURENCE, M.P., Pall Mall, High Court. Pet.| Sykes, Harry, Huddersfield, Woollen Mill Manager. Hud- 
arroga et, Jan. Ll rd, Jan Oct. 23. Ord. Jan. 19 | dersfield. Pet. Jan. 22. Ord. Jan. 22 
MACKENZIE, DONALD and REAVEY FRANK PRTEP Verity, FRANK THOMA Sack ville-st W.l Architect 
FIRST MEETINGS » Printers’ Exchange, Fleet-st., E.4 High Court High Court Pet. Jane 7. Ord. July 20, 1020 
; : ; : Dec. 16.° Ord. Jan. 18 Vine PANSY, Neath, Glam, Galvanized Sheet Doubler, 
Austin, Henry, Worcester, Wheelwright. Worcester.) Moxtey, Ropert MEAD, and HARRIS, LIONEL ALEXANDER Neath. Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan, 20 
Jan. 28 at 3. 11, Copenhagen-st., Worcester Charing Cross-rd. High Court Pet. Sept. 7. Ord WaLpoie, J. M., Southwark, Potato Grower, High Court 
Baxnetr, E. Gorpon, Park-pl., St. James's. High Court Jan. 19 Pet. De %). Ord. Jan. 20 
1 at i 30. Bankruptcy-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2.| Osporne, Howarp Watter, Birmingham, Accountant! WATERFIELD, Kanest, Doncaster, Boot Repalrer. Sheffield 
Epwin, Foleshill, nr. Coventry, Painter. | Clerk. Birmingham. Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 
3 Feb. 1 at 12. Off. Rec., The Barracks, | Pearce, JoHN Epwarp, Oxford-st., Mantle Manufactur WittiamMs, Davin tvor, Liandilo-fawr, Carmarthenshire, 
Smithford-st., Coventry High Court Pet. Dec. 14 Ord. Jan. 14 Farmer Carmarthen Pet. Jan. 10 Ord. Jan. 19 


London Gazette Tvrespay, Jan 


BARKER, THOMAS TATTERSHALL, Lincoln, Farmer Linecotn 
Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan 19 
CARTER, GRORGE, Widnes, Lanes, (Cirocer Liverpool 


Sunderland 

SMITH, ALBERT, and Sir, ANNIE JANE, New Shildon, 
General Dealers. Durham. Feb. | at 3. Off. Rec 
$, Manor-pl., Sunderland 

WELLS & Co., R.S., Blackheath, Kent. Greenwich. Jan 
at 11.00. i382 York-rd Westminster Bridge-rd 
8.E.1 

YARDLEY, Harry, Coventry, Button Manufacturer. Coventry 








JEWELS AND MAXIMUM PRICES. 





SPINK & SON, LTD., VALUERS OF JEWELS, PLATE, &c., 


beg to intimate, that as Jewellery and Plate Experts, they carefully value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS 
of deceased estates at most moderate terms. 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the United Kingdom. 


SPINK & SON, LTD, 


DIAMOND MERCHANTS, ce. Medallists by Appointment. ESTABLISHED 1772. 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & at 5, 6 & 7, KING STREET, ST, JAMES’S, S.W.1, 
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MEETINGS Pascoe, Josgra, Dukinfield, Chester, Jeweller. Ashton-| Heap, HakoLp ReeivaLy, Caterham, Builder. Croydeq 
“ i under-Ly ne Feb. 2at 5. Off Rec., Byrom-st Pet. Jan. 22. Ord. Jan. 22 ” a 
Manchester HvuGues, Davip, Ystrad, Collier. Pontypridd. Pet. Jan. & 


Court Ord. Jan. 21 


FIRS] 
HALPouR, Li.ol. Gronce Boyp, Hanover-sq 
Court Feb. tl at 12.90 Iankruptey-bldg Car 
W2 Pear NORMAN ANDERSON, Victoria-st High 
BARROW Freperick Gronar Newcastle-under- Lyme Feb, 2 at 11 Bankruptey -bidgs., Carey-st., W.« JoNAS, StMeoN, Baxenden, Lanes, Agent. Manchester 
Labourer. Hank Feb. 2 at 11.90. Off. Ree, Pewx, Joux, Pemberton, Wigan, Coal Agent. Wigan Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 21 — 
Brook -st., Stoke-upon-Trent Feb. 2 at 11.30. Off. Ree.. Union Marine-bidgs.. LEADER, Feep, Barrow-in-Furness, Tailor. larrow-4g. 
Deates, James Wittiam, Outwood, nr. Wakefield, Colliery 11 Dale-st., Liverpool - Furness. Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 
ri f eft ; tee — ACKINDER, JOHN GRORGR, wncastie, Lincol 
—- het we : id. Fel 1 at on. | PritcHarp, CHARLES Henry, Ledbury, Hereford, Fruit Dealer pemelg Pet A... 7 Ord 9g 
ing-« akeflek : , ; 7 , 
“ peor be erefe eb. Zat 12.3 Offa- 5 : Soeeeee te - 
Cunistie, Horace Lesiin Cant, Notts, Butcher. Notting Dealer. Hereford. Feb. 2at 12.30, Offa-st., Hereford. yoore, CHARLES STANLEY, East Finchley, Smith 
ham. Feb. 4at 12. Off. Rec., Castle-pl., Nottingham Kicr, ALFRED, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Cake Merchant Burton Pet. Jan. 18. Ord. Jan. 18 
COLLINGR, ABRAHAM, COLLINGE, ALBERT and COLLINGE on-Trent. Feb. 4 at 11.30. Off. Rec., Castle-pl.,| Panky, SaRan ANNIE, Shrewsbury, Milliner. Shrewsbary, 
Nottingham Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 : 


Kprrn, Manchester, Bookbinders. Manchester. Feb. 1 ' s 
at 3. Off. Rec., Byron-st., Manchester Rorgre, THomas Witttam, Keighley, Yorks, Mason. Brad- PRAKER, HeRuert, Wadworth, nr. Doncaster, Farm Labourer, 
Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 


DENLEY, JAMES SHERRED, Cheltenham, Electrican. Chelten ford Feb. Lat 3. Off. Rec... Duke-st., Bradford Sheffield 
County Court Offices, Chelten- SAUNpERS, HeNey Seymour, Peverell, Devonshire, Farm PRAKR, NORMAN ANDERSON, Denbigh-st Victoria, 
ham Assistant Exeter. Feb. Zat 11.50. Off. Rec., Bedford- High Court Pet. Dec. 21 Ord. Jan. 21. 
Euuiorr, ALFreD. Norwich, Shoe Manufacturer. Norwich circus, Exeter Reap, Frep WILLiaM, East Retford, Licensed Victualler, 
Feb. 2at 2. Off. Rec, Upper King-«t., Norwich Simpson, Levy, Derby, Clothier. Derby. Feb. 2 at 12 Lincoln. Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 20 
Blackpool, Ladies’ Tailor. Mackpool Off. Re Castle-pl., Nottingham Korver, THomas WittitamM, Keighley, Mason. Bradford. 
Preston WaLpoLe, J. M., Southwark, Potato Grower. High Court Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 20. 
Driver Feb. 2at 12. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 RUSSELL, REGINALD ARTHUR Rotter, Merton Park, Surrey, 
HaroLp Groner, Teignmouth, Photographer Croydon. Pet. Feb. 26. Ord. Jan. 20 
GARSTIDE, ARCHIBALD. Rochdale, Furniture Dealer. Rochdak Feb, 3 at It. Off. Ree, Redford-cireus, Sarypgrs, Henry SeyvMovr, Peverill, Devonshire, Farm 
Feb. 2 at 3.30. Off. Rec., Byron-st., Manchester Exeter Assistant. Exeter, Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21 
Heap. HAROLD ReotNaLp, Caterham, Surrey, Builder. WtLson, Caartes, Tibthorpe, Farm Labourer. Kingston- SIDDALL, CHARLES WILLI4M, Bridlington, Farmer. Scar 
Croydon. Feb. 1 at 11.50. York-rd.. Westminster upon-Hull. Feb. 2at 11.30. Off. Rec., York City Bank borough. Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 20. 
Bridge-rd., 8.E.1 Chambers, Lowgate, Hull VINCENT, Pansy, Neath, Glam, Galvanised Shect Doubler, 
Hoote, NormMaAN, Amersham, Buckingham. Aylesbury, Youre, Witttam, Penygraig, Glam, Baker. Pontypridd. Neath. Pet. Jan. 20. Ord. Jan. 2. 
Feb. 2at 12. 1 St. Aldates, Oxford Feb. 2at il. Off. Rec, St. Mary-st., Cardiff WATERFIELD, ERNEST, Doncaster, Boot Repairer. Sheffield. 
Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan. 21. 


ham. Feb at 11. 


FERRERO, EMILIANO 
Feb. Latll. Off. Ree., Winckley-at 
GarpNern, ArTuvr Kowarp, Falmouth, Motor 
Truro. Feb. Sat 12. Off. Rec., Princea-st., Truro WEBSTER, 
Exeter 


How Lett, Jous, Reading, Kerks. Keading. Feb. 4 at 11.90 - 
Redford-row, W.4 ADJUDICATIONS WAYCLIFF, JOHANNES CHRISTIAN, Chislehurst, Pe 
Jacons, Joun Atrrep, Brixton-hill, Commercial Traveller i Farmer. Croydon. Pet. Nov 10. Ord. Jan. 20. 
High Court. Feb. 3 atl tankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st. Barker, THOMAS, Tattershall, Lincoln, Farmer. Lincoln 
Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19 
Bromwich, Journeyman BrickNRLL Epwtx, Foleshill, nr. Coventry, Painter 
' 


WituaMs, Davip Ivor, Liandilo-fawr, Farmer. (Car 
marthen, Pet. Jan. 19. Ord. Jan. 19. 





GRORGE HENRY West 
12. Ruskin Coventry Pet. Dee. 20. Ord. Jan. 22 


t West Bromwich eb a 
Chambers, Corporation-st Birmingham BecKLAND, Horatio, Southwark Bridge-rd Engineer. 
JONAS, SIMBON HKaxenden, Lanes., Agent Manchester High Court Pet. Sept. 29. Ord. Jan. 21 
Feb. 2 at 2.50. Off. Rec., Byrom-at., Manchester { , Groner, Widnes, Lanes, tirocer. Liverpool 
KENWARD, ROWLAND, Budletts, Uckfleld, Journeyman Jan. 22. Ord. Jan, 22. 


Brighton. Feb. 4 at 2.90. Off. Ree., 12a Mariborough-pl. Davis, Harry STANLEY, East Retford, Notts, Poultry leawe time F » wing 
Appliance Maker. Lincoln. Pet. Jan.19. Ord. Jan.19 Save time and trouble by ringing up 


Brighton 
LANQUINE, CAMILLE, Copthall-bidgs., Merchant. High Court. Davies, Joun ALsert, Liandilo, Builder. Carmarthen ’ 
t, WC2 Pet. Jan. 21 Ord. Jan. 21 HOLBORN 2595. 


Feb. Sat 12 Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-s 
Ler, Waurer, Sunbury-on-Thames. Kingston. Feb } DEeNLRY, JAMES SHERRED, Cheltenham, Electrician. Chelten- Sig: é , 
at 11.30, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd., $.B.1 ham, Pet, Jan. 17. Ord. Jan. 17 Legal Notie+s inserted in all papers 
MOORK, CHARLES STANLEY, East Finchley, Smith, Barnet. D& THOREN, OscaR ELLIS AYMAR DE SATGK, St. James’-pl throughout the world at current 
Feb. 4 at ll 14 Hedford-row, W.4 High Court Pet. May 18 Ord. Jan. 20 newspaper rate 
Morse, WILtiaM Grornar LANKRSTEeER, Newport, Tailor. GARSIDR, ARCHIBALD, Rochdale, Furniture Dealer. Rochdale ‘wapeper t 8. 
Newport Feb. 3 at 11.45 County Court Office Pet. Dec. 23. Ord. Jan. 22 
Dock-at., Newport, Mon GiLapwis, Jous WituaM, Sheffield, Electrical Engineer UNITED ADVERTISING SERVICE, Led. 
NICURRZOS, PANAYOTIS, Marylebone, Shipbroker. High Court Sheffield. Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Jan, 21 . ; eee . — wees 
Feb, 2 at 12.30, Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2. Hart, ERNEsT, South Rushden, and Hart, Bernarp, (Partners: H. J. JEweLt, O.B.E., and R. G. R. Price), 
O'Rourke, Hvon, Hampstead, High Court. Feb. 2 at Rushden, Shoe Manufacturers Northampton Pet. 
: 27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C.2, 


11. Bankruptey-bidgs., Carey-st., W.C.2 Jan, 20. Ord. Jan. 20 


LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chanc cery Lane, London, W.C.2. 


a 
—— 











FIRE. Personal Accident and Disease. Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Workmen's Compensation, including Domestic 
Servants. Property Owners’ Indemnity. Third Party. Motor Car. Pilate Glass. (Householders’ Comprehensive Polley). 


Be IN DS _The Directors desire to draw special attention to the fact that the Fidelity Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted 
by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 
’ yest} - 


DIRECTORS— 
CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esq., J.P., Cuarmman (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P., Vick-CHammas (Williams & James, Norfoik House, Thames Embankment). 
JAMES MARSH JOHNSTONE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row 


GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln's Inn Fields. DILLON R. L. LOWE -_ (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens 
L. C. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. —— STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street, Portman 


DMUND FRANC 18 BLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 8qui 

ARRY M. CROOKENDEN, Esq. (Franc is & Crookenden), Lincoln’s Lon Fields. RONALD I PEAKE, . (Peake, Bird, Collins & Co.), Bedford Row -. 
GODFREY NIX DIC KINSON, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse. JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Esq. (Morrell, Peel & Gas Oxtord. 
F. E. E. FAREBROTHER, EM. (Fladgate & Co.), Pall Mall. CECIL STUART a ae ye Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co.) 
HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, Esq. (Farrer & (o.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. J. E. W. RIDER, . (Rider, Heaton, M & Mills), Lincoln's Inn. 
B. 8S. FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fie! 

Bore MICHAEL FORBES TWEEDIE, . (A. F. & B. we Tweedie), Lincole’ s [nn Fields. 

Cc. . GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn HERBERT NEVILL WALFORD, . (Walfords), Bolton Street, Piccadilly. 
Ww. x: T. HALLOWES, Esq. (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row. W. MELMOTH WALTE Esq. «Ww ters & Co.), Lincoln's Inna. 

BDWIN HART, Eeq. (Budd, Brodie & Hart), Bedford Row. Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.0. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street. 
B. CARLETON-HOLMES, Esq. (formerly of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford ARTHUR C. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsona), Bolton Street 


Row. illy 
PRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. RE. TREVOR Th. WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Pinesfleld, Rickmansworth. 








BEEVOR ROWLAND, Esq. (Williams & James). 


sane T eEcCDR >¢ {GEORGE EVANS. — , ” 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES {Wi )"T Awrence. SECRETARY —H. T. OWEN LEGGATT, 
meeunrey BROURPAaEeD. 
conn ection 5 orre or experience of the requirements of the Legal Profession, INVITES APPLICATION FOR 
Aaencies TRok ouibirons, "er? ‘whom pa ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL FACILITIES for the transaction ef eae Sesinets on the mest favourable terme. 
it enjoys the reputation prom settiement of Surveys where are undertaken Seciety arge. Prospectuses 
Ree Shan wt th eh on ede Society's Office, 
THE BUSINESS OF THE SOCIETY IS CONFINED TO THE UNITED KineDom. 
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